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New era of hate 

Further comment on purely the 
contents of the Labour party’s anti-National 
Front TV broadcast would be superfluous. 
Suffice it to say that the use of such 
grotesque distortions in a broadcast by the 
Government party against opponents who 
are denied the right of reply did nothing but 
boost the standing of the National Front in 
the public estimation still further, while at 
the same time lowering still further the 
public’s estimation of the Labour Party. 

Looked at in a broader perspective, 
however, the broadcast provided us with a 
significant pointer to future developments 
in Britain’s political life. Some press 
comment at the time spoke rather super- 
ficially of a new level of party political 
propaganda, in which even deeper depths of 
mud-slinging by all parties against each other 
would be reached. 

We doubt it. The Establishment is 
basically a club. But that crude Labour party 
broadcast was possibly the first indication of 
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a new era of out-in-the-open ferocity 
directed against the National Front by the 
Establishment on a_ scale hitherto 
unparalleled, and which will increase in fury 
and intensity as the edifice of established 
politics begins to crumble. Everyone in the 
National Front should be prepared psycho- 
logically for such a direct onslaught. 

Hitherto, attacks on the National 
Front have taken the form of conspiratorial 
and surreptitious smear campaigns and black 
propaganda tricks of all kinds, and from the 
Establishment media, the occasional outburst 
of newspaper hysteria. We have lived with 
this kind of opposition for ten years. 

But times are changing. The National 
Front’s rise is something new, and so are 
certain other factors looming on the political 
horizon. Dangerous cracks are appearing in 
the whole structure of Establishment politics. 
The Labour party is in danger of becoming 
simultaneously captured by its Marxists, 
torn to shreds by internal dissension, and 
literally bankrupt. The Liberal party will be 
fortunate if it survives the next General 
Election as a serious political force at all. A 
scandal that has festered in the background 
of British party politics for years, involving 
a cover-up on the Thorpe affair far wider 
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PRESSURE ON 
EGYPT 

Behind Sadat, 
Bilderberger and 
Trilateralist 
Cyrus Vance 


A 


than was previously believed and involving 
top people of all political parties, is destined 
to break sooner or later. Public contempt for 
old party politics will be near complete. The 
violence with which a crumbling system will 
lash out to defend itself against our new 
movement could be on a scale that few have 
even yet imagined. 


Beware Zionist trickery 


Unless President Sadat secures from 
Israel a peace agreement that fully recognises 
the rights of the Palestinians whom Israel 
expelled from their homeland by force in 
1948, there will never be any sort of ‘peace’ 
— except a peace built on sand. This is 
because the dispossession of the Palestinians 
by a people with no rightful racial or 
historical claim to their land whatever has 
been the sole cause of the Middle East 
conflict. 

Egypt has undoubtedly been pressured 
into this risky venture purely by the stick 
and carrot of international Big Money. 
Israel, of course, has the complete backing 
of the Zionist-dominated Money Power, 
which realises that their permanent military 
and financial commitment of the United 
States to Israel is getting increasingly shaky 
internally. Egypt is a desperately poor 
country, its natural poverty aggravated by 
military spending to the point where basic 
foodstuffs are missing from shops, medical 
supplies from hospitals, and public services 
are run down or barely exist at all. 

Right now, all manner of international 
banks and multi-national companies are 
poised with the bribe of massive capital 
investment into Egypt on the condition of a 


| peace settlement with Israel, not to mention 


an “opening of borders” to provide Israel 
with a much needed export market to 
exploit in the Arab world. Egypt with its 
chronic economic weakness could hardly 
resist such pressure whatever the hostile 
reaction of other Arab states. 

All depends on whether the financial 
pressure on Egypt is so great that she allows 
herself to be duped by the Zionists, who 
have had no intention of restoring the full 
rights of the Palestinians ever since they 
tricked their way into membership of the 
U.N. in 1949 with the promise that they 
would. 


How many blacks in 1980s? 


According to a report published by the 
government Central Statistical Office, a 
division of the Cabinet Office, the coloured 
population in Britain will have doubled by 
the mid 1980s. 

The reason that the Government is 
prepared to release such a horrifying statistic 
is because of the ludicrous assertion that the 
present ccloured population is only 
1,800,000, and that therefore it will rise to 
‘only’ 2,600,000. Press comment on these 
figures was to the effect that they “suggest 
that fears that cities might be ‘overrun’ by 
coloured people by the end of the century 
may be exaggerated”! 

What of this estimate of the existing 
“coloured population”? Some of these 
bogus estimates are arrived at by Government 
agencies simply classifying as ‘Immigrants’ 
only people of recent arrival, and ignoring 
entirely those born here. But the latest 
report speaks specifically of the New 
Commonwealth and Pakistani “‘coloured 
population”, so we must assume that this 
is what they mean when they say it now 
stands at 1,800,000. 

But on two occasions recently the 
West London Evening Mail has stated that 
there are ‘27,000 Asian families” in the 
borough of Hounslow, not “Asians” but 
“Asian families”. Allowing at least five 
persons per family, you therefore have 
something around 135,000 Asians alone in a 
single London borough, excluding those in 
nearby boroughs such as Ealing (Southall) 
and Hillingdon. 

Now when it is realised that 135,000 is 
roughly half of a quarter of a million, you 
begin to see that a total coloured population 
in Britain of Asians and Blacks numbering 
1.8 million can be nothing other than a 
brazen lie. 


The Hitachi lesson 


The blocking of the attempt by the 
Japanese TV company Hitachi to establish a 
£5 million plant in the North East spotlighted 
once again the threat to British jobs arising 
from the lack of protection against foreign 
competition, and the appalling decline of 
our own manufacturing industry. 

It was to the credit of Frank Chapple 
and his union EETPU that pressure was 
brought to bear on the Government to stop 
a deal which otherwise would have put an 


end to the British TV tube industry. This 
has already shrunk, under pressure from 
foreign competition, to a single manufac- 
turer, itself a subsidiary of the foreign multi- 
national Phillips Industries. 

Because Hitachi refused to “co-operate” 
by increasing its use of British-made compo- 
nents and by exporting at least half of the 
output of the new plant, the British TV 
industry successfully pressured to block the 
deal. 

The explanation widely voiced that 
the run-down of our industry is due to the 
“world-wide slump” and that the solution 
lies in “winning the co-operation of Japan” 
is patently absurd. British industry is 
affected by world slumps because of our 
addiction to the madness of international 
free trade. It has also meant that British 
industry is starved of investment (while a 
huge amount of what investment exists is 
foreign) and is also totally unprotected 
against the massive invasion of cheap foreign 
goods. Japan did not need any “international 
co-operation” to effect the cure — the 
building up of a flourishing manufacturing 
industry serving primarily a secure home 
market, firmly protected by barriers against 
foreign goods and investment. And Britain 
does not need it either. 


The farce of ‘Zimbabwe’ 


The brilliant incursion by the 
Rhodesians into Mozambique, in which 
nearly 2,000 terrorists were killed with hardly 
a Rhodesian loss will have been heartily 
applauded by all Nationalists. It was a 
triumph. 

The raids, in fact, did more to highlight 
the absurdity of the claim that there is any 
such thing as an African ‘Zimbabwe’ nation, 
or that there is the slightest unity among 
Blacks in Rhodesia behind such a concept. 
The 2,000 terrorists so ably despatched by 
the Rhodesian forces were members of 
Robert Mugabe’s ZANU army operating 
from Mozambique, who are mainly of the 
Shona tribe, but led principally by Karanga 
tribesmen. Joshua Nkomo’s rival ZAPU 
army based in Zambia and trained by Cubans 
is mainly comprised of Matabele recruits. 
Both are supposedly ‘united’ in the Patriotic 
Front, though Nkomo’s army has wisely 
avoided the confrontation that has deci- 
mated Mugabe’s terrorists and he therefore 
stands in a much stronger position against 
his rival. This could push Bishop Muzorewa, 


| Invasion fleet of 
Japanese goods. 


Protected home 
market was the basis 
of their export drive. 


with whom Smith is currently negotiating, 
into the Mugabe camp, as his following is 
mostly Shona. 

One could scarcely imagine a finer 
recipe for a tribal bloodbath when these 
deep rivalries erupt into a war to control 
‘Zimbabwe’. The result can be seen in 
Uganda, where Amin has massacred rival 
tribes as well as potential plotters among 
his own tribal officer corps, and has had to 
import completely foreign Sudanese tribes- 
men to protect him as he presides over the 
carnage. 

And this is the kind of future the 
Blacks have in store. As for the Whites... 


The right sort of radicals 


Prof. Julius Gould, the author of a 
report on Marxist infiltration in British 
universities, has been predictably condemned 
by the Association of University Teachers 
for his “McCarthyite technique of smear and 
inuendo”’. Prof. Gould had named the Open 
University as a particular hotbed of Marxist 
influence, and said that Left Wing ideas had 
become so fashionable in some universities 
that they were accepted without question. 

The basic complaint of the Association 
of University Teachers is that ‘radical 
thought’ should not be persecuted, and that 
teachers of “different intellectual and 
political persuasions” should have the right 
to teach without inhibition. 

A noble sentiment indeed. We wonder, 
however, whether this freedom is for all 
‘radicals’ i.e. people advancing a new and 
contrary viewpoint, or just for Marxist ones? 
Does this protection of those with “different 
intellectual and political persuasions” also 
extend to radical anti-Communists and racial 
Nationalists? If it does, then universities 
must certainly be unique places in modern 
British society. 


Solution to a firemen’s strike 


No pay policy would be in operation 
under a National Front government, since it 
is not a solution to inflation and such a 
government would be effecting a proper 
solution by a fundamental reform of our 
financial system. But how should damaging 
disputes such as that involving the firemen 
be resolved while any Labour or Tory govern-. 
ment is operating a policy for the restriction 
of wage rises? 

Would not the sensible solution be to 
place firemen and all workers in the medical 
services (in other words, those public servants 
involved in the protection of life and 
property) in a special category from which 
the right to strike would be withdrawn, but 
in return they would have their rates of pay 
reviewed entirely outside the terms of 
reference of any existing pay policy? Such 
pay reviews would take place every year, and 
would be made by independent arbitration 
boards on which would be represented civil 
servants as well as retired members of their 
own professions. 


Page three 


Page four 


The killing of Natasha... 


“MAJORITY RULE’ 
FOR THESE SUB-HUMAN 
TERRORISTS? 


THIS is the indescribable horror story of 
the bayonetting of six-month old baby 
girl Natasha Glenny by Black Rhodesian 
terrorists — as told by the baby’s parents 
to the Rhodesian Herald. 

It is a story to remind people that 
the Communist armed and _ trained 
terrorists who were responsible for this 
ghastly atrocity are the same people to 
whom Dr. David Owen and the British 
Government intend to hand over the 
Rhodesian security and armed forces in 
the event of Black Rule. These same kind 
of terrorists are the recipients of 
thousands of pounds paid to them by the 
World Council of Churches as part of 
their ‘Programme to Combat Racism’. 
The British Council of Churches, which 
announced that the National Front was 
“a poisonous stream of pollution’’, also 
supports this programme of funding 
terrorism. 

“Michael (26) and Marinda (22) 
have been married for three years. 
Natasha was their only child. “She was 
such a dear little child, Marinda said. 
‘She was so happy. She laughed a great 
deal and her little face would break into 
a radiant smile.’ 

Michael said: ‘She couldn’t even 
talk and they did this to her. I think if I 
could get my hands on those responsible 
for her death I would torture them. Yes, 
I think I would. I would hang them up 
for days.’ 

It was Michael who found his 
daughter in a pool of blood on the 
veranda of their home. ‘She was lying 
face down,’ he said. ‘Her back was a mass 
of lacerations and her flesh was white and 
pulpy. Before she was bayonetted she was 
thrown across the veranda.’ 

I asked him whether reports that 
the baby’s hands had been cut off were 
true. ‘I don’t know, he said. ‘I really 
don’t know. I just turned her over and 
gazed into her face. I only remember her 
face.’ 

Natasha was asleep in her cot when 
the terrorists attacked the homestead on 
the Rhodesian Wattle Estates. “There 
were about 25 of them,’ Michael said. 
‘Our nursemaid, who was in the kitchen, 
rushed into the bedroom and snatched 


Natasha from her cot. She strapped 
Natasha to her back and covered her head 
with a towel. 

‘One of the terrorists grabbed her 
and wanted to know what she had on her 
back. She said it was her baby. But the 
terrorists pulled back the towel and saw 
the white face. She yelled out that the 


-baby had been born white, that it was an 


albino. But the terrorist ripped Natasha 
from her back and threw her across the 
veranda. Then she was stabbed. 

‘The terrorists gave the nursemaid a 
sound beating and told her to clear off... 
Then the terrorists rampaged through the 
house, throwing petrol over furniture and 
setting a number of rooms on fire...’ 

Michael said: ‘We have since learned 
that the terrorists had been living in one 
of the compounds on my estate for two 
weeks. Not one member of the labour 
force reported their presence. As far as I 
am concerned they are just as guilty as 
those who murdered our daughter.’ 

Marinda said: ‘They call themselves 
freedom fighters. I have nothing but con- 
tempt for them. Only savages could 
slaughter an innocent baby. And this is 
the type of person the world wants 
integrated into our security forces’... 


x 


TERRORISTS LEADERS MUGABE AND NKOMO 


‘We have experienced a terrible 
tragedy,’ said Michael. ‘But we are not 
going to give up. We are not going to 
leave. We shall stay and fight. We owe it 
to our daughter. 
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This is little Natasha Glenny, the happy 
little 6 month old baby bayonetted to 
death by terrorists. 


% 


“I will not rest until the rivers of Zimbabwe run red with the blood of every white 
man, woman and child and every African, who supports them.” (Joshua Nkomo, 1961) 


® MEDIA AT WORK 


Anybody watching the four-part ATV series 
The South African Experience will have 
realised that this was the propaganda exercise 
to end all propaganda exercises. It made 
Triumph of the Will look positively naive. I 
particularly enjoyed the first episode, in 
which the camera lingered on all the most 
hard-bitten, granite-faced Afrikaners at 
National Party rallies, filmed Mr. Vorster 
and his colleagues walking slowly to the 
accompaniment of spine-chilling, doom- 
laden music, and most sinister of all, those 
blonde schoolgirls dancing and performing 
exercises “to the beat of a drum.” Shock! 
Gasp! 

In order to depict the apartheid system 
in the most objective light possible, the ATV 
series picked the freak case of a Coloured 
girl who was born to White parents, a genetic 
throwback, in other words, to African blood 
introduced in a previous generation. This 
freak case was chosen after ATV had 
promised, in order to secure the co-operation 
of the South African government, that they 
were not interested in “extreme cases” but 
wished to concentrate on “generalities” so 
as to faithfully represent the South African 
system. 

The Daily Telegraph later reported 
that ATV had been accused by the sugar 
company Tate & Lyle of “faking interviews” 
with Black workers on their South African 
estates for another episode in the series. 
Black workers have since signed affidavits 
admitting that they were bribed to lie about 
their wages and conditions. Mr. Pushunga 
Nqwabatsha, a cane cutter, stated in his 
affidavit :— 

“We were asked to say we knew 
nothing about cane cutting but only about 
weeding. He said that we should also say 
that we earned £15 a month. He told the 
young boy to say that he herded cattle... 

“T said this because I had been promised 
money. I know that it was untrue as I ama 
cane cutter and earn R66 per month 
(£42.24). I also get full rations, a weekly 
cane bonus and free medical benefits .. . I 
average an extra R8 (£5.12) per week. .. 
they asked my friend the same questions and 
he gave the same answers.” 

The head of ATV, by the way, is Sir 
Lew Grade. 


@ CUTTING THE RED TAPE 


IN BRIEF commented recently on the 
American “Affirmative Action” programme 
(we call it “positive discrimination”) by 
which university places, government jobs 
etc. are dished out to Blacks on a quota 
basis, irrespective of their lack of qualifi- 
‘cations. 

Well, they’re at it again. Mr. Jules M. 
Sugarman, Vice Chairman of the US. Civil 
Service Commission, is proposing that 
Blacks and “members of other minority 
groups” be placed in government jobs by 
bypassing regular civil service examination 


SBR ea Re 
ELLIE TSS EE EN ERE TE IT STIS 
procedures. 

It is proposed to place Blacks in 
occupations where, as they describe it, they 
are “less well represented” and where (I like 
this one) “studies show a pattern of not 
utilizing the abilities of these various 
groups.” 

Could it be that these studies really 
show a pattern of these various groups 
failing civil service examinations, | wonder? 
Perish the thought! 

To cap it all, “agencies would be 
barred from taking into account political 
affiliations or endorsement in making these 
appointments.” So Black members of 
Marxist revolutionary groups can be certain 
that their abilities will no longer go un- 
utilised in the Revenue service or the Justice 
Department, perhaps even the FBI. 

The proposals were described by the 
Washington Star as “revolutionary”, which 
is, | am sure, exactly what they are intended 
to be. What the United States is in the 
process of doing is filling its administrative 
infrastructure with thousands of resentful 
and incompetent “minority group” members, 


a sure recipe for the eventual collapse of a 
sophisticated Western technological nation. 


@ CASE FOR PROSECUTION 


Once upon a time, encyclopaedias and other 
books of general knowledge were not 
written by liberals and vetted by “race 
relations” hacks. This may be difficult to 
believe these days, but it is true. Take, for 
example, this entry from a book published 
in the 1930’s called How Much Do You 
Know? by Harold Wheeler, Hon.D.Litt., 
F.R.HIST.S. The entry is entitled “Why is 
the White Race Dominant?” 

“The White race is the most versatile, 
has the most initiative, a greater faculty for 
organisation, and a more practical outlook 
on life. This has led to its mastery of the 
material side of living, urged it to greater 
invention and discovery, and to the develop- 
ment of industry, commerce and science... 
The Black race, enervated by the heat of the 
tropics, has never shown great capacity for 
sustained or combined effort . . . The yellow 
race is said still to have a slave mentality: the 
individual matters nothing, the community 
is all.” 

Today, of course, such a book would 
be “referred to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions with a view to action being 
taken under the Race Relations Act.” 

Dr. Wheeler might possibly have 
escaped severe punishment by his generous 


explanation that the Blacks’ lack of creative 
effort is due to being “enervated by the heat 
of the tropics”. I am sure that his entry on 
Evolution would have explained that races 
adapt specifically to cope with their environ- 
ment, while any description of the gifted 
ancient Egyptians which he may have made 
would certainly not have included a reference 
to their being enervated by the heat of the 
desert. 

Still, one should not carp. Truth 
mixed with a little generosity is far better 
than the diet of lies that pass for ‘facts’ 
these days. 


© THREAT TO THE GENE POOL 


Sir Hugh Robson, Principal of Edinburgh 
University, warned recently about the 
danger of “genetic pollution”, saying it was 
one of the biggest medical problems facing 
man. 

“Every time an individual who has bad 
genes is allowed to reproduce,” he said, “he 
or she is putting the bad genes back into the 
pool. This is a form of pollution we do not 
think about very much.” The more that 
medicine eliminated the acquired disorders 
the more important inherited disorders 
would become, he added. Sir Hugh hoped 
that people with genetic disorders could be 
persuaded against reproduction in the 
interests of their potential family. 

All this is reasonable enough, and it is 
certainly a problem where very serious 
physical or mental disorders are concerned. 
Here, compulsion seems unavoidable. 
However, most people with some sort of 
hereditary disability lead a full and active 
life, and it may seem that Sir Hugh’s 
comments were something of an _ over- 
statement, particularly as the ugly .word 
race was conspicuous in his lecture by its 
absence. I do not know how many haemo- 
philiacs there are in the British population, 
but I do know that there are several million 
Blacks and Asians and that they constitute a 
far greater threat to the very existence of 
our gene pool than those with minor 
hereditary defects. 

Diseases like haemophilia, of course, 
though hereditary, could eventually be 
eliminated by the discovery of a cure. There 
is no “cure”, however, for a race that pools 
with another its genetic inheritance and 
thereby destroys it. That is very final. I 
suggest our first concern is to ensure that we 
still have our own gene pool. Then we can 
afford the luxury of worrying about people 
“pvolluting” it. 


FOR SALE 


12v Loudhailer, battery operated, remote mike 
£30. 
Two 3’ x 4’ Union Jacks, cords, 7’ poles, NF 


tops £12 each. 

Banda spirit duplicator, ideal for Branch news- 
letters £25. 

Replies to Box 1505, 91 Connaught Road, 
Teddington, Middlesex. 
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Reverend Gentlemen, 

It cannot have escaped the public 
notice that we of the National Front have 
lately been receiving unusually close 
attention from your profession. So much so 
that it would now seem to the world as if 
clerics were having to book in advance their 
places in the pulpit for the purpose of 
attacking us, so great is the queue to get in 
on the act. 

No sooner had the Archbishop of 
York said his piece about the evils of our 
movement than the Bishop of Chichester 
was sounding forth on the same theme. I was 
just thinking of making a public reply to the 
latter when events overtook us all once again 
with the even more recent message of doom 
from the Suffragan Bishop of Aston, the 
Rt. Rev. Mark Green. 

The Rt. Rev. Green’s warnings are 
interesting. “If people realised,” he says, 
“the horror of a fully developed National 
Front alternative, they would lie awake at 
night sweating with fear.” I take it from this 
that the Right Reverend believes himself to 
be fully aware of such a horror, in which 
case I sympathise with him in the discomfort 
of his nocturnai perspirations. 

The Bishop is quoted as saying that “if 
people saw the ultimate terror, violence and 
murder which were the logical end results of 
Fascist (sic) rule it might make even the 
apathetic do something to repair the 
breaches in democracy.” 

If “terror, violence and murder” really 
appall him so much, what should evoke his 
first horror is not the supposition of them 
by a future government of the National 
Front but the reality of them by ‘the various 
guerilla groups now functioning in Africa 
with a view to destroying White rule in the 
Southern part of that continent. There is a 
direct link, as the Bishop knows, between 
these guerilla movements and the World 
Council of Churches, which since 1970 has 
been the means of nearly half a million 
pounds finding its way to the purchase of 
arms for the carrying out of terror, violence 
and murder against Whites in Africa. Has 
Bishop Green done anything actively to 
oppose this WCC policy? If he has, I have 
not heard of it. 


FIGHT AGAINST REAL EVILS 


Coming from the specific to the more 
general, I have to say, Reverend Gentlemen, 
that I find baffling the way in which so 
many of you have come in recent times to 
concentrate the fire of your anger upon the 
National Front and the ‘racialism’ that it is 
supposed to represent — to the apparent 
subordination, if not the abandonment, of 
the fight against real evils which we were 
brought up to believe were always the 
Church’s first concern. 

You may, or at least you should, be 
aware that the crime rate in this country is 
increasing at about 25 per-cent a year. This 
suggests a very deep moral sickness from 
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JOHN TYNDALL 


A REPLY TO 


THE CLERICS 


which the country has a right to look to 
your profession for some sort of deliverance. 
For many years it has looked in vain. 

Have you any idea of the frightening 
facts pointing to the breakdown in family 
life in Britain? You ought to have because 
your churches are loud in their appeals for 
help to ‘one-parent families’. Much less 
loud is your denunciation of the irrespon- 
sible human behaviour out of which such 
‘families’ come to exist in the first place. 
Why? 

Current abuse of abortion legislation 
to the extent that it amounts to legalised 
child murder does, I will concede, have some 
opponents among the clergy. That the clergy 
as a whole have not put their combined 
weight against these abuses is a lamentable 
reflection of the Church’s abdication from 
its moral duty. 

Our literature and theatre, with the 
encouragement of television, have become 
cesspits in which all manner of moral 
depravity and perversion abound. Millions of 
Christians and non-Christians in the country 
have recoiled against these developments, 
but the voice of the Church against them has 
only been feebly heard where it has been 
heard at all. Of any of the flavour of crusade 
on such matters — to equal the crusade 
against the National Front, Race and 
Apartheid — there is no sign. 

Yet should not these things be the 
principal focus of the Church’s concern? 


A RECORD OF MURDER 


Equally deserving the Church’s 
concern is the fact that in the governing 
party of Britain and its affiliated trade union 
movement the predominating influence 
today is wielded by people whose allegiance 
is to a creed which professes belief in no 
God and has behind it a record of murder 
beside which the crimes of “‘Fascism”’, real 
or imagined, pale into insignificance. Further- 
more, our contemporary world trembles 
before the prospect of this creed conquering 
and dominating — as there is no remote 
chance of “‘Fascism” doing — all mankind. 

Yet how many sermons do we hear 
about the threat of Communism? How many 
denunciations from the pulpit of its crimes? 
How many promptings to us to lay awake at 
night “sweating in fear” at the thought of its 
coming? 

If the Church cannot be persuaded to 
show alarm at the political faith which now 
seems to dominate those who control our 
government and our unions, perhaps it might 
be expected to show alarm at the moral 


standards now evident close to the top of 
British politics — evident in the revealed 
actions of personages of high rank in our 
leading parties. Take the Liberal Party, 
which, by holding the current balance in the 
House of Commons and keeping the present 
Government in office, exercises much more 
real power over the nation’s affairs than the 
National Front. 

The man who might, but for public 
exposure, still be the Leader of that party 
places himself in a position in which he can 
be blackmailed by a homosexual degenerate. 
There is talk at high level in the party of 
hiring a hit-man to bump the blackmailer 
off. At the same time there is a movement 
afoot among influential figures in the party 
to buy him off. When questions are asked 
about these operations there is at first an 
attempt at a cover-up on a scale rivalling 
Watergate. Only when it becomes clear that 
journalists have the material of exposure in 
their hands do the squalid little men who 
feature in this plot let drip out the truth in 
small doses, each of them rushing about 
hither and thither to preserve their own 
personal political skins in the process. As 
fresh information comes to light, what the 
public sees is a sordid network of immorality, 
intrigue and deceit, spiced with a dash of 
conspiracy to murder — all woven by people 
who on the public platform just love to 
strike postures of moral rectitude on every 
subject under the sun. 

Yet compare the volume of the 
Church’s outrage at these developments with 
that which it displays towards the NF, 
‘Racialism’ and the like, and you get a sound 
which seems little louder than a muffled 
squeak. 


FABRIC OF SOCIETY FALLING APART 


In all common sense, every pulpit in 
the land should be shuddering to the 
vibration of Church protest against these 
many and manifest forms of immoral 
conduct — against the fact that before our 
very eyes the whole moral fabric of society 
is falling apart. 

Yet for its crusade on behalf of 
righteousness and against sin the Church 
chooses, for the main part, a theme for 
which there is no basis either in the scriptures 
or in its own history for it to proclaim its 
message with the certainty of dogma. 

One might indeed ask: if it is right to 
proclaim ‘Racialism’ an evil with the 
intensity and single-mindedness with which 
so many clergy do today, why was it not at 
least equally right to do so in periods of 


history, notably the 18th and 19th centuries, 
when White racial supremacy was far more 
firmly established, both as doctrine and 
fact? In those days the Church contented 
itself, and quite rightly in my opinion, with 
protesting against the application of White 
supremacy specifically where it resulted in 
brutal treatment of the coloured races; only 
in the rarest of cases did members of the 
clergy attempt to fight the institution of 
White supremacy itself — for the very good 
reason that most of them recognised it to be 
an indispensible need for the ordering of 
the world along civilised lines and in 
conformity with Christian teachings. 

In jumping on the contemporary band- 
wagon of ‘racial equality’ churchmen are 
identifying with nothing that is traditional 
to their own faith or to its institutions; they 
are just prostituting themselves to a piece of 
fashionable idiocy for no apparently better 
reason than that it is a doctrine favoured by 
those who wield predominant political and 
economic power at this moment, and whose 
political and economic patronage churchmen 
feel they must court if they and their 
churches are to prosper. 

The irony of all this is of course that 
the churches are not prospering — in the one 
sense that is really important, i.e. in the 
sense that they are commanding the respect 
and the support of the ordinary people of 
the West. This can be seen in the declining 
attendances in most Western churches and 
the declining part that Christianity plays in 
the lives of Western peoples. 


ONLY PARTY FIGHTING FOR DECENCY 


It is a fact that you, Gentlemen, in 
making the National Front the chief target 
of your moral wrath — over and above 
crime, obscenity, corruption and Com- 
munism — are in fact attacking the one 
political party which above all others seeks 
to re-establish moral order in this country 
from out of moral chaos, seeks to restore 
those institutions and values for which 
Christianity has traditionally fought. 

For there is no party on the scene that 
is, for instance, more dedicated to the 
preservation of family life as the basis of a 
sound social order and which is pledged to 
attack all those influences at work in our 
literature, in our theatre and film and in the 
preachings of our trendy ‘new moralists’, 
which undermine family life. 

Neither is there any party more 
resolutely opposed to the use of the public 
media in the spreading of obscenity, or to 
the flagrant abuse of existing abortion 
legislation. 

As a party we do not passively accept 
the rocketing rate of illegitimacy as a fact of 
life and seek to regulate social conditions so 
as to make life easy for those who breed 
illegitimate children; we take the traditional 
Christian view that the breeding ef such 
children is morally wrong. 

Another respect in which we take a 


traditionally Christian view is that we 
absolutely repudiate the doctrine of social 
responsibility for crime and instead seek to 
restore a national climate in which the 
responsibility of the individual for his or her 
wrongdoing is held to be paramount. 

Of all the political parties, we are the 
one most totally dedicated to the eradication 
of Marxist thinking in this country. We seek 
to do this, not by law or by force (for no 
idea can be properly eradicated in those 
ways) but by a true exposure of the sub- 
versive and criminal origins of Marxism and 
of its barrenness as a political, social and 
moral philosophy, also by the provision of a 
dynamic alternative of a kind which the 
other parties have utterly failed to provide. 
Should not the Church welcome as an ally of 
Christianity a movement prepared to wage 
such uncompromising war on the most 
powerful creed of Godlessness ever to 
threaten mankind? 

So, Reverend Gentlemen, I beg you to 
think again about the wisdom and the 
rectitude of making the Nationai Front a 
target for attack. I suggest to you that there 
are much more appropriate targets in our 
national life today — targets which should be 
engaging all your attention and all your 
crusading zeal. 

I beg you also to consider that while 
our party does not commit itself to the 
support of any particular religious creed it 
does work for the achievement of a kind of 
society in which Christian standards will 
have more opportunity to flourish than in 
any of the socieites achieved by the Conser- 
vative, Labour and Liberal parties — let 
alone the extreme left, which strangely 
enough does not seem to excite warnings of 
catastrophe from your pulpits. 

Let me end with a word on ‘racialism’ 
— the apparent idee fixe of so many of you 
today. Were this necessarily to imply ill 
treatment of other races it would be as 


justified a subject for your wrath now as 
ever before. But when racialism means, as it 
means in our philosophy, no more than a 
practical recognition that races are different 
and that such differences as exist between 
them should be given effect by social and, 
where possible, geographical separation, 
surely it is wrong to condemn such racialism 
as a moral crime. 

It is not my purpose here to debate 
the respective logics of such a policy of 
resettlement and the present policy of 
integration within Britain. On this matter 
our position as a party is well known. You 
may take a different position and that is 
your right. What you are not entitled to do, 
however, is condemn our policy as some- 
thing motivated by immoral or evil consider- 
ations. You may argue against it on a basis 
of common sense but you may not arrogate 
to your point of view the right of exclusivity 
in the way of decency, compassion, 
humanity and Christian virtue. 

I address this message to you not in 
the hope that it will cause a significant 
number of those who read it immediately to 
alter their public stance with regard to our 
movement; I am too resigned to the 
tendency of men in your profession to 
slavishly conform to current political trends 
— there are far more Vicars of Bray than 
Mindszentys in this world. What good may 
come of my words is that ordinary lay 
Christians may better understand our move- 
ment and may in turn put pressure upon you 
their religious leaders to modify your 
attitudes towards us in the course of time 
and, perhaps, to see in new perspectives the 
real evils in society that cry out for your 
attention. 

If these evils — and particularly the 
evil of rampant Communism — are not 
combatted with resolution soon, the holo- 
caust that will come will be one in which 
you will be among the first to suffer oblivion. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Nothing demonstrated the American attitude towards Africa more closely than 
the “African” village depicted in Roots. It was the authorised American version, 
designed to give no offence to negro viewers, and showing them a highly unusual 


glimpse of their past. 


But some Americans whose knowledge and experience of Africa go deeper than 
those of Mr. Young, or the producer of Roots, also reach strange conclusions. This was 
demonstrated to me in Zaire when in conversation with a member of the American 
Peace Corps, one of those who had not managed to contract VD during his voluntary 


service. 


“Africans are surprisingly advanced,” he informed me, “they can play the 
drums.” We were in an area ideal for growing rice, yet all around was jungle, with 
imported bags of Chinese rice in the shops, and in the villages, where many of the 
children were suffering from malnutrition, domestic goats roamed about unmilked, 


while the people cried out for milk powder. 


When I pointed these things out to him and told him that they did not indicate a 
very advanced people to me, he did not seem to understand. Apparently, according to 
American priorities, it is far better for Africans to play the drums than to fill their 


stomachs. 


ROBIN PAGE 


“Brutal Truth About Africa”, Daily Telegraph (25.7.77) 
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RICHARD VERRALL 


ONE-WORLDERS 
CONTROLLING THE 
GENE MACHINE? 


REGULAR Spearhead readers will remember 
a four-part article by Revilo Oliver featured 
recently, entitled ‘History & Biology’. It 
dealt with the science of genetics, and its 
possible application in the creation of an 
internationalist, One World society. Those 
who felt it was somewhat futuristic may 
have cause to revise their opinion. 

In the fourth part of the article we 
were introduced to a Mr. Roderick Seiden- 
berg, author of a book called Anatomy of 
the Future and a devotee of the One World 
vision of human society. Briefly, Mr. Seiden- 
berg’s argument was that the increasing 
‘complexity’ of society, arising from the vast 
increase in world population, was only 
soluble by the evolution of a society in 
which human beings are reduced to a status 
of biped insects. We will evolve, says Seiden- 
berg, into a higher stage, operating in a state 
of “pure reason” like such biologically 
superior species as ants and termites. In this 
perfect socialist society of the global ant-hill, 
there will be “perfect adjustment” to the 
condition of society, since there will be no 
individuals ‘with separate consciousness; 
everyone will simply be organisms that are 
part of the species. 

The important thing about Mr. Seiden- 
berg’s theory, readers will recall, was that it 
was not, in fact, a projection of what he 
believed was an inevitable evolutionary 
development, although that was the 
impression he created; rather that this was 
the kind of society he wished to bring about 
by writing his book. The society he wanted 
to see created was one in which human 
beings would be reduced to “the mute state 
of unconscious organisms” and ruled over by 
“administrators”, a ‘“‘small elite of 


organisers”. 


The administrators would exercise 
their rule principally through “a scientific 
programme of genetic control to assure the 
complete adjustment of the human mass to 
its destiny,” says the author. 

In the early sixties, when Prof. Oliver 
wrote his prophetic article about Mr. Seiden- 
berg’s plan for the ultimate Internationalist 
society, “the science of controlling society 
by pharmaceutical manipulation” — as 
Seidenberg himself admitted — was in its 
infancy. The techniques necessary to create 
a society of zombies by genetic interference, 
and thus to transmit such traits genetically, 
did not then exist. However, times have 
changed. 

Today, in the United States, the 
techniques necessary for the creation of Mr. 
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Seidenberg’s world not only do exist but are 
on the verge of becoming a boom industry, 
and they are being developed by the very 
same conglomerates whose energies are 
devoted to the creation of political and 
economic internationalism. 

Huge sums of money are currently 
being invested in genetic engineering in a 
climate of such secrecy that even the US. 
government does not know which company 
is doing what research, or even where their 
laboratories are. What is known is that 
Rockefeller-owned Standard Oil is spending 
5,000,000 dollars to buy a substantial 
interest and two seats on the Board of the 
Cetus Corporation, one of the leading com- 
panies specialising in genetic engineering. 

One of Cetus’s scientists, Dr. Joshua 
Lederberg, says that the current break- 
through in genetic engineering is the most 
important ‘medical’ achievement since anti- 
biotics, and that soon we shall have “‘tech- 
niques to regulate, for example, the size of 
the human brain by pre-natal or early post- 
natal intervention.” Dr. Lederberg sounds 
remarkably like Mr. Seidenberg, does he not? 

The huge multi-national General 


Electric, directors of which include partners 
in Kuhn, Loeb & Co. and Lehman Brothers 
international finance houses, have also been 
granted three patents for DNA technology, 
that is, genetic engineering. Their biochemist, 


DR. JOSHUA LEDERBERG 
Manipulating the human brain 


Dr. Chakrabarty, believes that “finding a 
way to breed hay-eating humans would be a 
step towards solving the food problem.” 

Jeremy Rifkin, who has made a study 
of the current wave of investment in genetic 
engineering in his book Who Should Play 
God?, claims that America is light years 
ahead in this field “because such vast 
amounts of money have been spent. The 
science of changing human genes doubles its 
knowledge every 24 months.” 

“We now have eight possible artificial 
ways of making a baby,” says Rifkin. “Put 
these new methods of laboratory reproduc- 
tion into reconstructing genetic messages 
and you can see how real the prospect is of 
full-scale genetic engineering.” 

Experts in this field also claim that the 
development of psycho-drugs has created a 
climate of preparedness for genetic control. 
The success of such drugs was made possible 
by persuading people that their mental and 
emotional states stemmed more from their 
own biological disorders than from outside 
factors such as stress. This has paved the way 
for “mood-altering genetic engineering on a 
mass scale.” 

Such press comment as there has been 
on these techniques and their highly secret 
development by multi-national companies 
and their mammoth drug firm offshoots has 
concentrated on the more banal aspects of 
them rather than their darker possibilities. 
There has been the inevitable speculation 
about creating a race of geniuses, and of the 
housewife browsing among packets of frozen 
embryos in a clinic as if in a supermarket, 
buying her favourite and having it implanted 
in her womb. 

The latter is regarded as a distinct 
possibility, and the whole question of this 
kind of artificial interference in the life 
processes needs to be thought about 
profoundly from the moral and political 
point of view. 

However, in this article | am much 
more concerned about the development of 
techniques of genetic “‘mood-altering” and 
the artificial manipulation of the brain and 
human psyche, or as Mr. Seidenberg puts it, 
“a scientific programme of genetic control 
to assure the complete adjustment of the 
human mass.” 

Certain questions naturally arise: Why, 
for example, are such huge amounts of 
money being spent on this sort of research 
by the Rockefellers and other such poiitico- 
financial interests dedicated to _ inter- 
nationalism? Why is this research shrouded 
in such secrecy even from the U.S. govern- 
ment? Are there hidden motives in all this, 
other than mere profit? 

I am not proposing to answer these 
questions, nor do I claim knowledge of the 
ulterior motives, if there are any, behind 
Dr. Joshua Lederberg’s enthusiasm for 
regulating the size of the human brain. I 
have only sought to show you, in the words 
of Prof. Oliver, what very advanced minds 
are thinking, and doing, these days. 


MR. ROY BRAMWELL was once a 
prominent figure in the Monday Club who 
since the Club’s big bust-up of three years 
ago has quite literally taken to the hills. 
From time to time he lobs from the walls of 
his mountain fastness little literary bombs. 
These devices are so damp with the author’s 
reactionary and pessimistic outlook that 
they fizz and splutter but often fail to 
explode. 

His latest production — Justice Be 
Damned (published by Lady Jane Birdwood’s 
Inter-City Research Centre and available 
from Nationalist Books at 50p + p&p) — 
does at least contain a potentially effective 
detonator which if extracted with care from 
its present soggy home and implanted in 
some more fissile propaganda material could 
well set off a bang capable of doing severe 
damage to the multi-racialist case. 

Amid pages devoted to tales of Police 
corruption, attempts by Government depart- 
ments to perpetrate frightful acts of injustice 
against more-sinned-against-than-sinning 
landlords and other anecdotes of the 
Individual at Bay — the like of which one 
may hear any Sunday afternoon from orators 
at Speakers’ Corner — Mr. Bramwell makes a 
very telling observation about law and 
justice in a multi-racial society: — 

“So, trying to find some basis upon 
which the unfortunate citizen of this nation 
state and realm can find protection under 
the Constitution, from the endless injustices 
of modern statutory legislation, I found 
myself reading Dicey for the first time. 
When he wrote, and especially when he 
studied, the British Constitution was not just 
a lively vibrant thing that informed the law 
of his time. It was the Lex Britannica which 
had given to men in every corner of the 
globe the nearest thing they will ever know 


of justice. Today, only the fragrance 
remains... 
SHARED RACE MEMORY 


“ec 


. An unwritten, unenforceable 
Constitution was ideal for the people for 
whom it was designed, that is to say, the 
English people . . . In a non-homogenous 
society there can be no law other than 
statutory law, which is one reason why I 
have always been a bitter opponent of 
massive immigration. The woof and weft, 
the fine threads of judgement that can only 
come from men who know each other by 
being as of one to another (by nourishment 
from a common custom — a shared race 
memory ) have been cruelly destroyed by the 
introduction of unrecognisable species of 
different, even opposite, ethos . 

Developing this point, Mr. Bramwell 
quotes Lord Devlin writing in the Modern 
Law Review: 

“In sum, in the common law there is 
a general warrant for judicial lawmaking; in 
statute law there is not. In the common law 
development is permitted, if not expected; 
in statute law, there must be at least a pre- 
sumption that Parliament has on the topic 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Where is the man on the 
Clapham Omnibus? 


it is dealing with said all that it wanted to 
ey 

Of this, Mr. Bramwell observes :— 

“T agree with this; providing (1) Parlia- 
ment is not held in total contempt, and (2) 
that the ‘Man on the Clapham Omnibus’, 
that reasonable man taking a reasonable view 
on all things, exists in a recognisable form. 

“Who is he? There are more Mohammed 
Alis in the London Telephone Directory 
than Jack Smiths .. . Ranjit Singh and Abdul 
Kalik have no race memory of ‘reasonable- 
ness” except as a vice or a pseudonym for 
cowardice, whilst Ali in his ethnic gown and 
Afro-hairstyle ‘don’t dig dat honkey talk’... 

“|... A virtue such as reasonableness is 
so easy to corrupt, depends so heavily on 
that sanity which fulfilled trust as and 
between rulers and ruled alone can give. And 
those of us who never held this virtue to be 
the salient virtue would do well to remember 
that the law and orderliness which had 
characterised this country for more than a 
hundred years depended on all that is 
implied by the Man on the Clapham Omnibus, 
and it depended to a far lesser extent on 
everything else put together.” 

These few paragraphs open up for 
racialists a vast new area for propaganda 
attack against the concept of a multi-racial 
‘state’. The notions which Mr. Bramwell 
here articulates are worthy of sustained 
research and development. They should be 
made the central themes of full-blown and 
widely circulated books, and not allowed to 
fizz and splutter out in the obscurity of just 
a part of a small circulation booklet. 

Such a task of development is beyond 
my wit — even if I had the time. That is the 
task for the bright young men and women 
who are trained in the relevant academic 
fields and who are now joining the National 
Front in greater numbers. 

All I can do is re-express the gist of 
Mr. Bramwell’s case: 


MUTUAL DEFENCE 


Mankind came together in communities 
for mutual benefit and protection, and 
because of innate instincts and obvious 
geographic factors, they tended to group 
together to form nations and states which 
were ethnically homogeneous — that is, of 
one race. 

The first purpose in coming together 
was mutual defence and more effective food 
gathering. As these societies became more 
populous and tokens of wealth developed 
beyond the wherewithal for tonight’s dinner, 
they slowly evolved rules which regulated 
the conduct of the members of society in 


their relationship with other members — and 
the means to enforce those rules. So Law 
and Justice were born. 

The vital point is that though societies 
developed and flourished throughout the 
world, and though each society had its set of 
rules, those rules varied very much from 
society to society; from race to race. Each 
set of rules, each tradition of Law and Justice 
evolved differently. The types of laws 
differed as much as the various religions of 
Mankind or art forms differ. No code was 
“better” or “worse” than others as each was 
an expression of the spiritual ethos of the 
particular racial community that developed 
them. 

Such disparate development cannot be 
explained away by resort to environmen- 
talist theories, for races have migrated 
continually, and they have taken their Laws, 
as well as their religions and their art forms 
with them, adapting detail not substance. 

As a commonly accepted and 
impartially enforced code of Law and 
Justice is the prime factor in making society 
viable, society can only become unstable in a 
multi-racial context — that is, in a society in 
which one code of Laws, evolved by one 
people to meet their particular needs is 
pressed into service to regulate the conduct 
of alien intruders as well as the original 
indigenous folk. 

One code of laws cannot meet the 
needs of each section of the community. 
The effort to cobble together a code of laws 
designed to hold together a multi-racial 
society can in the last analysis only be laws 
designed to suppress the natural desire on 
the part of the indigenous community to 
expel from their midst the interlopers — and 
after all, people of the same kind only 
formed societies in the first instance for the 
purpose of mutual protection. 

Consequently, multi-racial law-making 
being inevitably unsatisfactory to one or 
another or all of the racial components of 
that society must inevitably induce tyranny 
and inter-racial civil war. It is only a matter 
of time. 


SPEARHEAD FUND 


Money over and above normal 
income from sales is needed to 
build up SPEARHEAD. 

Your help would be greatly | 
appreciated. Please make out your 
postal orders or cheques to Spear- 
head, and send them to: 91 Con- 
naught Road, Teddington, Middx. 
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WE HAVE often heard the enemies of 
British nationalism assert that the National 
Front represents “a threat to democracy.” 
This statement relies on the assumption that 
the prevailing British system is thoroughly 
democratic, in practice as well as in theory. 

I now intend to show clearly that this 
assumption is a blatant absurdity and that 
therefore the suggestion that the NF 
threatens democracy is equally absurd. 

The question of what represents 
“democracy” and what does not is, at the 
best of times, highly debatable, but probably 
in the final analysis the degree of democracy 
is only fairly assessed as a function of the 
ease and speed with which a majority view 
point finds expression in government action. 

On this basis, a nation that never held 
general elections could conceivably prove 
more democratic than one that held a 
charade of a general election four times a 
year. 

By a charade, I mean for example, that 
while in theory every party has an equal 
electoral chance (given equal electoral 
appeal), in practice the ruling clique can and 
does use powers made available to it, solely 
by virtue of having already been in power, to 
erect much more formidable obstacles for 
its opponents than it has to contend with 
itself. 

On this basis I fear we would find that 
Britain in the 1970s would notch up a pretty 
meagre score for democracy, but a very 
lavish one for charades. 

A delightful system recently introduced 
in Britain awards subsidies (paid for by the 
taxpayer) to political parties, in proportion 
to the number of MP’s they already have. A 
party that has not so far had any candidates 
elected to Parliament receives no subsidy. 

This places it at an obvious disadvan- 
tage to its more fortunate opponents which 
in their own growth days were spared this 
under-privileged status. The Daily Telegraph 
reports that the Liberal Party, for example, 
with its mere 13 MP’s, has received subsidies 
amounting to £92,468 since March 1975; 
enough to pay over 600 lost deposits. Not 
bad! 

The National Front has of course 
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R. D. MOLESWORTH 


THE ‘DEMOCRACY’ FARCE | 


received nothing. 

It means that some parties are obliged 
to pay election deposits, while contrary to 
popular belief, others, in effect, not only 
escape this imposition completely, but 
actually get paid handsomely for contesting 
elections. 

It is very hard to see how this graded 
system of subsidising political parties can 
remotely be justified in terms of “demo- 
cracy”. Election expenses are the same for 
all parties proposing to gain power. 

One can imagine Labour MP's 
performing mental acrobatics in an attempt 
to justify the system. The pretext they 
would probably settle for is that: “The NF is 
the only threat to democracy. Therefore, 
any undemocratic actions aimed only against 
the NF are justified.” 

In the first place, this is an admission 
that the system is “undemocratic”. Further- 
more, the excuse just does not hold water 
because the graded subsidies do not dis- 
criminate only against the NF, but against all 
parties (regardless of policy) which are yet 
to emerge, and even to a greater or lesser 
degree against all the subsidised parties bar 
the one receiving the most. 


NO WAY OF EXPLAINING 


Ignoring the more general arguments 
for or against subsidies as such, there is 
frankly no way of explaining in terms of 
democracy why any one party should be 
awarded one penny more or less than any 
other. 

The one and only honest excuse, 
which is hardly likely to be publicly 
admitted; is: ‘We, the Lib-Lab-Com-Con- 
spirators, are jointly proposing to hog the 
seat of power for all time, by any convenient 
means available to us, whether democratic 
or otherwise.” 

If tricks of this sort could be attempted 
without encroachment into democracy it 
would be hard to discern any essential 
distinction between democracy and dictator- 
ship. 

Is freedom of speech essential to 
democracy? One might have assumed so, but 


. 


evidently one of the more refined features of 
“democracy” as defined by the British 
Establishment, is that, when a nation’s 
monopolised broadcasting system is free 
during the run-up to a parliamentary election, 
established parties contesting a seat are 
allowed to broadcast free criticism of non- 
elected opponent parties contesting the same 
seat, while the latter parties are denied all 
right of reply. 

Roger Bolton, BBC producer of the 
Ladywood by-election programme, states 
that such parties, which lack “‘Parliamentary 
representation” have no “democratic man- 
date” for such a right, and admits to acting 
accordingly. 

Thus, the non-elected BBC takes upon 
itself the privilege of prohibiting a party’s 
right of free speech because it has no MP’s, 
although its lack of MP’s could well be 
substantially due to the BBC denying it free 
speech. 

One is obliged to consider what might 
be the BBC’s motive in denying such a party 
the right of reply. If it were not likely to 
affect the outcome of an election to award 
all contesting parties the right of both 
criticism and reply, there could obviously be 
no harm in allowing it. 

The only grounds on which to refuse 
it would be the assumption that it might 
influence the outcome, but to use such a 
pretext for refusing it unilaterally therefore 
implies the intention to manipulate the 
outcome. 


SUPPORTED BY MAJORITY 


The contemptible treatment served 
out to the NF by the Establishment, of 
which the BBC is a part, might seem to have 
a grain of justification if it could be proved 
that most NF policies were exceedingly 
unpopular with virtually all except NF 
members, but it can very easily be shown 
that the salient policies of the NF are in fact 
supported by a substantial proportion if not 
a majority of the British public. This can 
certainly be said to apply to its policies on 
law and order, EEC membership and 
immigration. 


Harold Wilson let the cat out of the 
bag in an article in the Observer Review, 
March 21st 1971, when he wrote: 

““A very large percentage of supporters 
of each of the three parties, usually in the 
higher eighties, has demanded much tougher 
controls on immigration from the Common- 
wealth, with a strong majority in favour of 
repatriation.” 

By “the three parties” he was referring 
to the Labour, Tory and Liberal parties, 
never mind the NF, which is of course 100% 
for repatriation. 

It is extraordinary how often the most 
villified of NF opinions get publicly expressed 
in supposedly “respectable” circles. Whether 
they are said in sincerity or as mere window 
dressing they invariably fail to find expression 
in Government action, and of course, the NF 
is never given credit for having been the first 
to voice them. Such views are only wrong 
when expressed by the NF. 

Another facet of the charade of 
“democracy” arises from the laws (or lack 
of them) relating to defamation, and the 
workings of what is termed the “freedom 
of the press”’. 

I was recently horrified to read in the 
Daily Express that a certain Police Constable 
Trussler (who was in fact injured by Red 
hooligans during the Lewisham march) was 
the ‘“‘victim of National Front violence’. No 
action for libel can be taken against the 
Daily Express over this abominable lie, 
because under British law one cannot sue 
anyone for defamation committed against 
an organisation, but only if it is against an 
individual. 


CONSOLATION 


We do have the consolation of 
knowing that we also are free to play them 
at their own game, and so, without any fear 
of being sued, I am perfectly safe to inform 
all Spearhead readers that P.C. Trussler was 
in fact the victim of Daily Express violence. 

I can also inform them that the 
Labour Party rigged the last two general 
elections and is now preparing to rig the 
next one with the full complicity of the 
Tory Party which has agreed to accept a 
massive bribe, paid for by the IMF, as the 
price of deliberately losing the next general 
election. 

The luxury of being able to publish 
these spicy details, which might just have a 
grain of truth in them, is of course tempered 
by the knowledge that, so far, the national 
mass media has a vastly wider circulation 
than Spearhead, which possibly explains just 
why accidental (sic) errors at the NF’s 
expense so frequently creep into our national 
newspapers, but all, it seems, in the sacred 
interests of defending “democracy”! 

Needless to add, if it were found that 
the NF was gaining more from the laxity in 
the libel laws than it was losing, the law 
would speedily be tightened up. 

Yet another shot in the battle to 


defend “democracy” has been the widespread 
practice by Labour councils and others to 
deny the NF the right to hire public meeting 
halls, this being part of an extensive plot to 
prevent the public from hearing the NF 
message first hand. 

Such action is “justified” by the 
inference that only those who currently hold 
power (elected or otherwise) are qualified to 
assess whether that message is good for the 
rest of the public to know. They have con- 
cluded of course, that it is not. 

They themselves can in any case put 
across the NF message so much more fairly 
and more accurately than the NF itself, and 
are only too ready to oblige. | am sure we 
all find it quite touching that we have 


Exposing the 


amongst our opponents such capable, yet 
public spirited people to look after our 
interests in this way, rather like the Russians 
have. 

How on earth would even the NF 
leadership manage without the benefit of 
Communists, Tories, Liberals etc. to explain 
NF policies to them? 

There are many, many ways whereby 
a system which on face value looks like a 
democracy can operate in a manner which 
makes an absolute mockery of democracy. 
I have attempted here to recall a small 
fraction of such examples as apply in 
contemporary Britain. 

Do you think the National Front is 
really a threat to democracy? 


Zionist lobby 


WHEN former American Vice-President 
Spiro Agnew and Chief of Staff General 
George Brown alleged that an extremely 
powerful Zionist lobby had a dispropor- 
tionate influence over affairs, controlled the 
news media and the banks and actually 
pushed legislation through Congress,every one 
threw up their hands in horror to the accom- 
paniment of cries of ‘“‘anti-Semitism!” 

Since then, syndicated columnists 
Rowland Evans and Robert Novak, writing 
in the Washington Post, have uncovered a 
direct link between the Carter administration 
and the so-called “Israeli lobby’. Evans and 
Novak reported that the link “thas created 
consternation over political reaction within 
Arab states that have long charged excessive 
Israeli influence over U.S. Mideast policy.” 

The columnists gave details of a 
confidential “briefing | memorandum” 
written by Assistant Secretary of State 
Douglas J. Bennett, the department’s chief 
congressional lobbyist. The memorandum, 
addressed to Lucy Benson, Under-secretary 
of State for security assistance, has a “limited 
official use” security classification and gives 
instructions on a lobbying programme 
designed to stop a congressional veto on the 
sale of AWACS radar plans to Iran. 

“Step 5” in the Bennett memorandum 
is to “mobilise Israeli lobby in support of 
strategy”, thus confirming, say the 
columnists, “that there is a powerful Israeli 
lobby, that its tentacles entwine Washington, 
and that its influence is so pervasive that 
President Carter should ‘mobilise’ it . . .” 

“T hate to knock Doug Bennett,” said 
one high official who was appalled at this 
formal assertion of Israel’s power within the 
U.S. government, “but he shouldn’t have put 
it on paper. This is a devastating admission 
for the U.S. government.” 

Bennett’s memorandum suggests that 
the Zionist lobby “may be more anxious 
than previously to help with the sale” of the 


AWACS because of the failure of the US. 
Mideast peace plan. Israel would need Iranian 
oil in another war, and therefore should 
assist Iran in getting the radar planes. 

The memorandum has given clear proof 
that the Zionist influence in America is so 
powerful that, to ensure the success of legis- 
lation in Congress, all the American President 
has to do is ‘mobilise’ it. More than that, it 
has revealed the extent to which the 
American Government is enslaved to the 
Zionists, for if the government has enough 
clout to mobilise the Zionist lobby, it should 
also have resources to turn the lobby off — if 
it really wants to. The fact that no US. 
aGministration has ever done this has sug- 
gested one of two things to observers: either 
the government is so slavishly pro-Zionist 
that it has no wish to, or it is so enslaved to 
the Zionist lobby that it is unable to. 

These revelations are not without 
interest to us in Britain. The first group ever 
to lobby the Home Office with the suggestion 
that the ‘intent’ clause in race relations 
legislation should be abolished in a new Race 
Relations Act was the Zionist Board of 
Deputies of British Jews. 

We now have a new Race Relations 
Act without an ‘intent’ clause... 


FLAGS, ROSETTES, 


POLES ETC. 
SEND STAMP FOR LIST 


W. BROWN, 20 SUTTON WAY, 
HESTON, MIDDX, TW5 OJA 
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THE DEFINITION 
OF ‘DECADENCE’ 


OPPORTUININNDES 


The weekly guide to Public Service appointments 


OCTOBER 21, 1977 WE ALL use the expression 


‘decadent’ and a ‘decadent 


Housing Adviser 
(Race Relations) 


£5,194-£5,500 inc. 


_ This is a new post in the Research and Development 
Unit of the Housing Dept. This officer will provide 
specialist advice on race relations and housing, and 
advise the Director of Housing and_ senior 
management re-housing policy on racial matters. 
He/she will monitor ongoing systems for recording 
ethnic origins of applicants for housing services and 
the services provided for them, and will undertake any 
necessary additional research work. He/she will 


represent the Dept. at meetings and maintain close 


liaison with statutory and voluntary bodies, as well as 
initiating and running relevant training programmes for 
Housing Dept. staff. 

Experience of working with minority groups and 
knowledge of housing services are expected. Research 
experience an advantage. Application forms from 
Personnel Officer, Housing Dept., Town Hall, London 
SW18 2PU (01-874 6464, ext 6408). Closes 
November 11. 


HO/2 1/380 
LONDON BOROUGH OF 


Wandsworth 


Asst Supt (Highways) 
£4,780-£5,050 inc 


Based at Central Depot, Garratt Lane, SW18. 
Responsible to Group Supt for repair/maintenance 
services covering approx 4 of Borough roads. Duties 
include assisting with supervision/training of some 35 
manual staff; monitoring/measuring performance to 
meet Council's standards and statutory obligations; 
supervising work programmes; P.U. reinstatements; 
emergency operations; supervising contractors, as 
necessary. Ideally, applicants will be members of 
|.W.H.T.E.; have broad practical experience in 
supervising a mobile labour force and employee 


relations; working knowledge of Health and Safety 

legislation; work study bonus schemes and time 

sheets. 5-day, 40-hour week. Some overtime and 

winter standby duties. For further details, contact Mr 

J. Austin nha Supt), 01-874 6464, ext 6161. 
J 


‘Application forms/job descriptions from Director of 
Technical Services, Town Hall, London SW18 2PU 
(01-874 6464, exts 6224/5). Closes November 4. 


LONDON BOROUGH OF 


Wandsworth 


WH/2 1/344 
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society’. We say, for example, 
that the late Roman Empire 
was ‘decadent’ because, while 
money was being drained out 
of all the Imperial provinces 
and lavished in Rome on a de- 
bauched Emperor’s court, its 
amusements and its pampered 
flunkies, there was not enough 
money to pay the soldiers, civil 
servants and governors of the 
far-flung Imperial outposts. 

Well, have a look at these 
two advertisements from the 
same issue of Opportunities, the 
weekly guide to Public Service 
Jobs. 

On the one hand, the 
London Borough of Wands- 
worth is advertising for some- 
thing called a “Housing Officer 
(Race Relations)”, a “new 
post” in the Housing Depart- 
ment. This person will “‘provide 
specialist advice on_ race 
relations and housing” and 
advise senior officials on “‘re- 
housing policy on_ racial 
matters”. In other words, this 
parasite is just another of the 
growing army of race-industry 
bureaucrats and _  busybodies 
who exist solely to pamper the 
Immigrant community and see 
to it that they receive preferen- 
tial treatment in housing. The 
salary offered is no less than 
£5,194 — £5,500. 

On the other hand, the 
Borough of Wandsworth is also 
advertising for an _ Assistant 
Superintendent (Highways). A 
post for a _ highly . skilled 
engineer, this official is respon- 
sible for the maintenance and 
repair of one third of the 
Borough’s roads, as well as the 
supervision and training of 
some 35 men under him. He, 
though, is offered a salary of 
£4,780 — £5,050. 

We now live in a society 
that is prepared to spend more 
money on officials dedicated 
to the pampering of imported 
coloured aliens than it is on 
paying experts to maintain its 
essential services. 

That is decadence. 


SIGNIFICANT 
DEVELOPMENT 


P.R. and N.F. 


From Nigel Lawson, M.P. 


[% his letter last Sunday Mr. 
Michael Steed denies that 
he has ever admitted the likeli- 
hood of proportional representa- 
tion bringing any National Front 
M.P.s to Westminster. 
However, I have before me a 
recent study by: Mr. Steed on 
this very subject, in which he 
concludes that, assuming the 
additional member system of 
R., as advocated by the 
Hansard Society commission on 
electoral reform, with _ its 


regional thresholds, up to eight 
National Front M.P.s might be 
elected. 

Perhaps that is why he 
implicitly changes his tune in 
the final paragraph of his letter, 


in which he dismisses the 
present potential of “ electoral 
reforms. as proposed by the 
reformers, to produce any signi- 
ficant number of National Front 
M.P.s.” I’m not quite sure what 
a “significant” mumber of 
M.P.s is; but F certainly know 
a significant political develop- 
ment when I see one.—NIGEL 
LAWSON. House of Commons, 
London, S.W.1. 


Sunday Telegraph, 11.12.77 


Reprinted in abridged form with acknow- 
ledgements to ON TARGET. 


MANY of our readers know that the sale of 
North American grain to save Russians from 
starvation also helped to fuel the rise in 
world food prices. You know that this was 
engineered both to help Russia, and to 
increase global chaos as a step towards One 
World Government controlled by the 
alliance of International Finance and Inter- 
national Communism. “Aid” of this kind, 
under the name of “trade” has for over half 
a century kept Soviet Russia afloat and bled 
Western taxpayers white. 

This is one aspect of what is called in 
international political circles “The New 
World Economic Order”. I call it “The 
Looting of the West”’. This is a top-level plan 
to transfer the real wealth of the West to the 
Third World and Communist countries, 
leading to Asiatic standards of living, mass 
unemployment, hyper-inflation — and One 
World. - 

This Grand Design derives openly from 
the fanatical egalitarianism and One Worldism 
which has gripped the political and intel- 
lectual Establishment of the West, and in the 
background from the International Financial 
elite who seek to create and control One 
World. 

Partly from decadence and partly from 
brainwashing in the universities over the past 
century, the political and intellectual elite 
have lost all sense of national or social 
identity and, as if moved by a death wish, 
come to hate and to seek to destroy Western 
civilisation. They have become obsessed with 
the idea that the vast rise in Western living 
standards since the War is morally repugnant 
— not least because it sprang from the very 
free enterprise system so loathed by them. 

What is not widely realised is that this 
huge rise in living standards is equally 
objectionable to the International Financial 
elite, since the huge disparities between 
Western, Communist and Third World living 
standards is a massive obstacle to their One 
World plans. Only if this disparity can 
disappear can One World be put over to the 
Western masses. Attempts to raise Third 
World living standards have failed, so 
Western standards must be reduced and the 
Western masses frightened into One World. 

The Rockefeller organised Trilateral 
Commission’s Director Zbigniew Brzezinski 
gave the game away in Foreign Affairs when 
he said “The world is not likely to unite 
(willingly) behind the common ideology and 
a super-government. The only practical 
hope is that it will now respond to a 
common concern for its own survival.” 
Simultaneously the Rockefeller organised 
Club of Rome called for a world dictatorship 
of financiers and Communists with a 
reversion to subsistence living, to avoid a 
threatened collapse of the World economy. 
One Rockefeller concern sets up the Grand 
Design while another provides the necessary 
scaremongering. The Commission’s Triangle 
Papers issued in 1973/4 called for “the 


JAMES CROSSBOW 


THE LOOTING 
OF THE WEST 


looting of our resources for the further 
radicalisation of have not nations” (The 
Rockefeller File, page 87). 

The pattern which emerges is that of 
an “unholy alliance of money and intellect”, 
of which Spengler spoke 50 years ago, 
creating poverty, chaos and inflation as a 
step to collectivism, egalitarianism and One 
World. 

It is only in recent years that much of 
this design has moved towards reality. The 
effect on world prices and on the Western 
taxpayers of the “giving” of vast factories 
and credits to Russia has begun to be 


appreciated. Dr. Antony Sutton has revealed 


that Russia’s industrial machine was paid for 
largely by the Western taxpayer. However, 
the catastrophic effect on world prices of 
the continuous giving of paper credits to the 
Third World by the International Monetary 
Fund is not yet appreciated. 


“THE NEW WORLD ECONOMIC ORDER” 


The plan to loot the West is now 
moving into top gear, examplified by the 
recent decision of the United Nations 
Conference on World Trade and Development 
to achieve “The New World Economic 
Order”’. 

This ‘“New Order”’ was first openly put 
forward at the May 1975 Commonwealth 
Conference in Jamaica, as a general principle 
to be put forward to the United Nations 
Conference of “the transfer of the real 
resources from rich to poor countries in the 
areas of production, distribution and 
exchange of primary and secondary com- 
modities and services.” 

This statement of principle was 
followed by a detailed policy plan signed by 
a senior Foreign Office diplomat. The 
Financial Times (16th August, 1975) reported 
that:— 

“Major changes in the world economic 
system in favour of the developing countries 
are urgently recommended in a report now 
with Commonwealth Governments and 
signed by . .. a senior official of the Foreign 
Office . . . one of the starting points of the 
report is that . . . it is thus up to (the 
industrial countries) to accept the necessity 
for fundamental changes in the world 
economy involving progressive redistribution 
of economic activities in favour of the 
developing countries.” 

Clearly, and confirmation emerges 
later in this article, this means transferring 
jobs to the Third World at the expense of 
unemployment in the West. 

The report went on to recommend: 
“* |. . the assurance of a progressive increase 


in the real earnings of the developing 
countries.” 

This obviously means increasing Third 
World prices above free market prices, at the 
expense of Western consumers. 


TORY AND LABOUR PARTIES BOTH 
ACCEPT PLAN ; 


The report, entitled Towards A New 
International Economic Order, went forward 
to the United Nations with the blessing of 
Mr. Wilson, who said, with wholehearted 
Tory approval :— 

“The British Government fully accepts 
that the relationship, the balance between 
rich and poor countries is wrong and must 
be remedied. That is the principle on which 
my proposals rest: that the wealth of the 
World must be redistributed in favour of the 
poverty-stricken and the starving.” 

At the United Nations Conference the 
report was welcomed by another architect of 
“new world orders”, Dr. Kissinger. Indeed, 
the similarity of the report to views 
previously expressed by Dr. Kissinger and 
his fellow “One World” conspirators leaves 
little doubt that it was inspired by them. 
Indeed, in March 1975 the Director of the 
Trilateral Commission had called for a New 
World Economic Order and for preparations 
for full-scale transfer of resources to the 
Third World. 

It emerged at the United Nations 
(Financial Times, 26th August 1975) that 
the report also proposed “priority for the 
developing nations in the creation of the 
new SDR’s (Special Drawing Rights) and 
changes in the voting rights and managerial 
structures of the International Monetary 
Fund and World Bank in the Third World’s 
favour.” Thus, the Third World was to be 
given the power freely to vote itself credits 
as it wished. Confirmation of this view came 
from the Kenyans who called (Daily Tele- 
graph, Sth September 1975) for “the 
creation of such larger amounts in special 
drawing rights, or paper gold, and for the 
bulk of the new issue to be allotted to the 
poorest countries.” 

The coloured world clearly shared Mr. 
Wilson’s view of the proposals and the 
developed world abjectly rushed to fall at its 
feet. Newsweek (8th September 1975) 
reported that “. . . developing countries will 
demand a radical restricting of the global 
economy to pave the way for a major 
redistribution of wealth between the rich 
and poor . . . the Japanese have already 
indicated that they will attempt to stay in 
the Third World’s graces at all costs . 

Contd. on page 20 
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AS LABOUR HYSTERIA MOUNTS, WE LOOK AT... 


THE STATISTICS 
BEHIND THAT 


THE infamous Labour party political broad- 
cast attacking the National Front was 
universally described as a huge blunder by 
the media pundits. And in so far as it further 
boosted the National Front’s credibility as 
an opposition party and created a vast back- 
wash of, in general, favourable publicity, it 
certainly was a blunder. 

Few commentators, however, looked 
at the broadcast from the point of view of 
the Labour party, or bothered to take up the 
NF’s own explanation of its as sheer hysteria 
arising from our party’s electoral threat to 
Labour. 

Looked at from their point of view, 
the Labour party had to do something, 
though what they actually did was incredibly 
stupid. They had to do something to try and 
minimise our impact because the election 
executives at Transport House know perfectly 
well thatthe NF’s plan to field over 300 
candidates at the next General Election 
could unseat a substantial number of Labour 
MP’s. Indeed it could effectively decide who 
will win the next election. 

In the May GLC Elections, the 
National Front did more than poll 119,000 
votes and beat 33 Liberals out of the 92 
seats. Its substantial vote in at least three 
constituencies lost those seats for Labour. If 
you project this notable performance in 
London onto a nationwide scale in the 
General Election, you begin to see why the 
Labour party is getting very worried about 
the rise of the National Front. 

Consider, as proof of this, that the 
National Front was the arbiter of two very 
significant Parliamentary by-elections this 
year, at Grimsby (by not fielding a candidate) 
and at Ashfield (by fielding one). Both were 
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Left, Hugh Jenkins 
i (Putney). Right, Frank 
| Judd (Portsmouth North). 
Are they safe? 


BROADCAST 


Grimsby, which in the event was just held by 
Labour with a majority of only 500, Labour 
would certainly have lost it. Conversely, at 
Ashfield, it was the National Front’s inter- 
vention that lost the seat for Labour (Tory 
majority 250). 

Now if this is what the National Front 
can do in constituencies in which the 
previous Labour majorities were 23,000 
(Ashfield) and 7,000 (Grimsby), you can 
imagine what NF intervention is going to do 
in Labour-held constituencies with majorities 
of 4,000 or less. 

The fact is that there are around 50 
Labour seats with slender majorities of this 
sort, seats which, if the NF fought them, 
Labour would almost certainly lose. Many of 
these are held by some of the most vicious 
left-wing, anti-NF specimens you _ can 
imagine. Only 6 of these 50 seats have 
previously been fought by the National 
Front in a General Election. 

Now I am not going to give advance 
warning to Transport House by revealing 
which of these constituencies the National 
Front will be fighting, though with an NF 
target of 300 plus candidates most of them 
will have to keep on their toes. 

For the delectation of Spearhead 
readers, however, I can inform them that Mr. 
Robin Corbett, extreme left-wing Labour 
MP for Hemel Hempstead and frenzied 
opponent of the NF, is one person who will 
be facing an NF opponent at the next 
General Election. The obnoxious Mr. Corbett 
has a majority of 485. Mr. Corbett is for the 
chop! 

There are at least seven others that are 
just as certain to be toppled, all of them 
race traitors and left-wing extremists. 

By now you will have appreciated 


exactly why the Labour party is getting into 
the kind of frenzy which produced their 
absurd performance on TV some weeks ago. 
They realise, of course, that in National 
Front strongholds such as London, 8 Labour 
seats are potentially threatened, in Birming- 
ham 4 seats, and in Leicester 2 seats. 

Put yourself in the position, for 
instance, of extreme left-wing Labour MP 
for Paddington, Arthur Latham (majority 
2,311), or Alex ‘let them all in’ Lyon, MP 
for York (majority 3,669), or the appalling 
Dr. David Owen, Foreign Secretary and MP 
for Devonport (majority 2,259). All will be 
wondering whether they will be facing a 
National Front candidate come the General 
Election, and it must be making them very 
jittery. Hugh Jenkins in Putney (majority 
2,775) and Frank Judd in Portsmouth North 
(majority 1,345) must also be feeling very 
uneasy. 


“ALL OUT FOR IMMIGRANT VOTE” 


One Conservative MP writing in the 
Sunday Express conjectured that the Labour 
party’s anti-NF broadcast was an attempt to 
go all out for the safe Immigrant vote rather 
than the increasingly shaky White Labour 
vote. Well, a Tory ought to know about that 
little game, I suppose, and there is certainly 
some truth in it. 

But a consideration of the facts I have 
outlined shows the real reason why Labour 
feels compelled to deal the NF an attempted 
death blow before the next General Election. 
Beneath all the ideology, all the propaganda 
hot air about ‘racialism’ and the gaping gas 
chamber door, there is nothing more than 
the survival instinct of what Paul Johnson 
called the racket that is Labour in Office. 

And what of the Liberals? In their 13 
seats, NF intervention could be decisive in 
dislodging 5S of them. They are merely 
fortunate that their strongholds are not the 
urban areas where the National Front is 
strong. Nevertheless, the potential exists for 
the NF to decimate the Parliamentary 
Liberal Party. This kind of an impact on the 
British political scene is something quite 
unprecedented for a new party, and its 
impact will be unprecedented at the next 
General Election, even if the NF does not 
itself get one candidate elected this time. Is 
it any wonder that we are not greatly loved 
by the Establishment? As John Tyndall said 
in his speech to the AGM, we are beginning 
to muscie in on the power game which they 
thought they controlled, and that is why 
they are doing everything to keep us out, 
including trying to change the rules. 

Our next major step must be to make 
a much more significant inroad into the 
Conservative party vote. This is an oppor- 
tunity which a few years of Tory rule will 
certainly give us, particularly since the 
National Front is stronger today than it ever 
was during previous eras of Conservative 
betrayal. Once the cracks are appearing in all 
three party edifices, then we will be ready 
for the breakthrough. RLV. 


REVIEW 


END OF THE 
WHITE WORLD 


THE CAMP OF THE SAINTS by Jean Raspail 


(Sphere, 327 pages. Available from Nationalist Books, 95p, postage 15p) 


“NO quantity of atomic bombs could stem 
the tide of billions of human beings who 
someday will leave the poor southern part 
of the world to erupt into the relatively 
accessible spaces of the rich northern hemis- 
phere looking for survival.” 

So said President Boumedienne of 
Algeria in 1974, two years after the French- 
man Jean Raspail wrote his brilliant, apoca- 
lyptic novel The Camp of the Saints, which 
describes the invasion of the West by the 
teeming hordes of the coloured world. 

This gripping novel is about the end 
of the White world, when crammed boatloads 
of steaming sub-humanity sail to the West in 
their millions to swarm locust-like into the 
European heartland. 

But The Camp of the Saints is more 
than this. It is a devastating, clinical analysis 
of the Western liberal mind; how, in the face 
of this monstrous threat to White survival, 
the politicians, the intellectuals, the church- 
men and the media exhibit those symptoms 
of racial masochism that we know so well 
today. Let them come, is the cry from these 
spokesmen of a decaying world. We’re all 
morally guilty; let them strip us of everything 
so that they can have their fair share. Let’s 
build a brave new world, they say, a new 
world — with what the Colonel calls “the 
poorest, filthiest, stupidest, laziest, scruffiest 
scum of the lot.” Even the capitalists, having 
lined their pockets for years selling the drug 
of race masochism, have succumbed to it. 
The politicians, their will sapped by it, 
cannot even give the order to shoot. 

No review can do justice to the 
brilliant insights on every other of Raspail’s 
pages. Here is just one all too recognisable 
passage. The boatloads are sailing towards 
the West. The intellectuals, who think them- 
selves free and objective thinkers but are 
really the captives of fashion, are scribbling 
their welcomes. The drivelling priests are 
scribbling their sermons of welcome .. . 

“At the very same moment, thirty-two 
thousand seven hundred and _ forty-two 
schoolteachers hit on the subject for the 
next day’s theme: ‘Describe the life of the 
poor, suffering souls on board the ships, and 
express your feelings toward their plight in 
detail, by imagining, for example, that one 
of the desperate families comes to your 
home and asks you to take them in.’ 
Irresistible, really! And the dear little angel 
— all simple, childish soul and tender heart — 
will spread four pages’ worth of infantile 
pathos, and his paper will be the best, the 
teacher will read it in class, and all his little 
friends will kick themselves for having been 


much too stingy with their whines and 
whimpers. That’s how we mould our men 
nowadays. Because even the tough, hard- 
hearted little brat, the one with all he needs 
to succeed in this life, is forced to take part, 
since children abhor standing out from the 
crowd. So he’ll have to play along too, and 
work himself into a hypocritical sweat over 
the same philanthropic rubbish. And he’ll 
probably write just as brilliant a theme, 
clever child that he is, and he may even wind 
up believing what he writes, because 
youngsters like this are never really bad, just 
different, that’s all, just untapped potential. 

“Then he’ll go home, like his classmate, 
both of them proud of their fine compo- 
sitions. And father, who knows what life is 
all about, will read the A-plus masterpiece, 
terrified (if he has the slightest imagination) 
at the notion of that foreign family of eight 
coming to live in his three rooms and 
kitchen, but he’ll sit back and keep his big 
mouth shut . . . The mother will snivel in 
her handkerchief, eye moist with maternal 
affection rewarded. But let the famished 
Ganges horde show up some morning at 
their door — assuming, of course, that such 
a thing could happen — and there’s one 
damn family that’s bloody well had it! 


The apocalyptic, controversial, 
bestselling novel about = end 
of the white world 


THE CAMP OF 


THE SAINTS 
Jean Raspail 


Perhaps instead of an open-armed welcome, 
despite the prophetic prose of the little 
remote-controlled angel, they'll take to their 
heels. The Western heart, deep down, is all 
sham. In any event, they’ll have lost the 
strength and the will to say no! Now, 
multiply that by a million mindless themes, 
applauded by a million milksop fathers, and 
you get some idea of the climate of total 
decay. 

“Could that be one explanation . . .? 
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SIR: With regard to the decision by the 
British Council of Churches to brand the 
activities of the National Front as “contrary 
to the truth of the Gospel and contrary to 
the interests of this nation”, one feels it is 
now time for those of us who consider our- 
selves Christians as well as patriots to speak 
out against the present views being broad- 
cast by the Church hierarchy. 

The truth is, of course, that the only 
“gospel” the National Front has offended is 
that of liberal egalitarianism, and the only 
“interests’’ in the nation who feel bitterness 
towards the NF, whatever the issue, are 
those ‘‘vested interests” which the party has 
been fighting, politically, for years. 

One could not put it better than did 
Frederick de Volstead in his book, published 
in 1958, Only For Themselves: “Even Chris- 
tianity is not safe. For these liberal 
intellectuals, believing as they do in a 
modern form of Pharisism, have turned the 
true (Western), Christian principles up-side- 
down: making a hypocritical formality out 
of the old and proven principles of simple 
faith and good, social philanthropical bene- 
volence, by directing the devotee of the cult 
to good deeds and of love (Christian or 
Social) towards a false, irrational and totally 
unproven ideological, socialistic egalitarian- 
ism — which ideal, in fact, continues to 
prove to anyone with even half a brain that 
the philosophy of liberalism is utter hocus- 
pocus and undesirable clap-trap; nothing 
more or less than cloud nine irrationalism at 
its worst; certainly not in harmony with 
Christian truths, and again, certainly incon- 
sistent with real life or, for that matter, 
mankind’s most basic needs.” 

GEOFFREY T. LAWRIE 
Gateshead, Tyne & Wear 


SIR: Readers may be as incensed as | was 
to read this extract from Pears Encyclopaedia, 
81st edition:— 

‘Racism: The doctrine that one race is 
inherently superior or inferior to others, one 
of the bases of racial prejudice. It has no 
connection whatsoever with the study of race 
as a concept, or the investigation of racial 
differences, which is a science practised by 
the physical anthropologist (who studies 
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physical differences), or the social anthro- 
pologist (who studies cultural differences). 
Racism is simply a vulgar superstition 
believed in by the ignorant or mentally 
unbalanced, and it may be stated cate- 
gorically as a scientific fact that racial 
superiority is a myth believed in by no 
scientist of repute.” 

A-Level biologists will be disappointed 
to hear that Prof. Francis Crick, Nobel Prize- 
winner and discoverer of DNA, is not a 
scientist of repute. Commenting on the idea 
of racial equality, he stated: “We need to get 
rid of our liberal preconceptions. Men are 
not born equal; this is something which has 
not yet got through to the politicians.” 

They will have to be careful to whom 
they award Nobel prizes in future! 

TONY DINSDALE 

Middlesbrough, Cleveland 

For another non-existent scientist of repute, 
see Page 5 — Ed. 


SIR: The excellent article in October’s 
Spearhead regarding the cruel exploitation 
of animals is worthy of careful consideration. 
The practise of vivisection is a disgrace to a 
civilised country. 

As Mr. Cooper pointed out, successive 
governments of differing political com- 
plexions persist in disregarding this issue. 
Even worse, these governments themselves 
use animals in their research centres. 

The latest and most ominous develop- 
ment is the fact that commercial animal 


breeding stations are mushrooming through- 
out Britain. There is no bar to the export of 
animals to foreign laboratories. Britain will 
soon be earning the odious distinction of 
being the world’s main supplier of experi- 
mental animals. 

In the long run it is only the State that 
can change things. It is also obvious that the 
old parties and the Left have no intention of 
interfering with the status quo. The only 
answer is the election of a Nationalist govern- 
ment which has a regard for ethical standards 
and civilised behaviour, and not just a con- 
cern for unlimited profits. 

T. HOWARTH 
Blackburn, Lancs. 


SIR: After the incident involving the 
Rhodesian Forces’ strike into Mozambique, 
I am sure you will agree that it was a great 
victory against the Reds. The Rhodesian 
forces lost one man and eight were wounded 
after the attack on the two guerilla camps, 
where they killed one thousand two hundred 
African guerillas. But all we hear are the 
Socialists and wets calling it the murder of 
innocent people! 

When will Britain stop sending money 
to the guerillas and give to the White 
Rhodesians the help they deserve? I hope 
Britain will soon wake up and realise that 
Rhodesia is Africa’s last chance against the 
Reds. 

MARK PAVELEY (aged 15) 
Westcliff, Essex 


LETTER OF THE MONTH 


Spearhead publishes the best letter to the press on National Front policy every 
month. Send your cutting to us not later than the 15th of the previous month. You 
could win a £1 Nationalist Books voucher. This month’s winner (below) was 
published in the Mansfield Chronicle Advertiser. 


I have watched with in- 
terest the correspondence 
between ‘A Concerned Radi- 
cal and members of the 
Soclialist Workers’ Party in 
which there have been 
criticisms voiced about the 
National Front, to which I 
now take leave to reply. 


1 have previously written 
in these columns to explain, 
patiently, that the National 
Front is NOT a neo-Fascist 
or neo-Nazi party. That the 
totalitarians of the SWP 
should use these terms as 
abuse against us shows their 
desperation in trying to 
brand our patriotic party 
with the names of outdated 
foreign regimes of a totali- 
tarian nature nearer. to 
to their own. The whole 
point of the SWP’s thuggish 
attempts te dens free 
speech to thes 
“Nazis” of the NF is that 
when we are allowed free 
expression on the media of 
our views, in the same way 
as that given to other poli- 
tical parties, it will become 
glaringly obvious that we 
are not Fascists or Nazis at 
all, and our potential voting 
support is likely to become 


actual very much more 
quickly that if we have, as 
at present, to put over our 
views by meetings, preceded 
by marches to attract publi- 


city otherwise denied us. As | 


John Tyndall remarked in 
the ‘Times’ recently, when 
we have more media publi- 
city, and it now. appears 
that we shall, then the 
amount of marching with its 
attendant burden upon the 
inhabitants of our cities, not 
to mention the ratepayers, 
is likely to decline. Mean- 
while, it is one of the few 
ways open to us to put 
across our policies. 

In the National Front, we 
believe that these policies 
of withdrawal from_ the 
Common Market, of rebuild- 


ing British-based manufac- 
turing industry and_ stop- 
ping imports of foreign 
manufactured goods, of 
destroying Communist in- 
timidation in the _ trade 
unions by the introduction 
of the secret ballot at union 
meetings, of restoring law 
and order by the reintro- 
duction of capital and cor- 
poral punishment, and of 
the repatriation of most of 


our unwanted colovred im- 
migrants, are policies which 
are not only needed to make 
Britain a better place to live 
in, but are also policies 
which are essentially prac- 
tical and obtainable 
through the normal parlia- 
mentary legislative process. 

Compare this with the 
aims of the SWP. In his 
book, ‘The Crisis, their 
leader, Ygael  Gluckstein, 
writing under the name of 
Tony Cliff, says: “There 
never was a_ parliamentary 
road to socialism. There was 
a parliamentary road to real 
and significant reforms 
under the massive  extra- 
parliamentary pressure. To- 
day that road does not 
exist.” I can only interprete 
this as a drive towards 
totalitarian socialism, and 
neither I nor any member 
of the National Front will 
ever stand by and let the 
British People be enslaved 


by this monstrous ideology. 
COLIN BAYLISS. 
East Midlands Regional 


Agent, National Front. 
337 Humberstone Road, 


Leicester. 


MARTIN WEBSTER 


Trouble shooting 


Poor Old Bill 

I often feel very sorry for the Police — 
and I write that in no patronising spirit, and 
not just in reference to the Thin Blue Line 
that has to accompany National Front 
demonstrations when they are attacked by 
the Red Mob. 

I feel sorry for them when the pressures 
on them in our multi-racial society from 
hostile politicians, Race Relations Industry 
operatives, minority ethnic groups spokes- 
men and other agitators, force them to 
engage in trendy public relations exercises 
which are at best superficial to their funda- 
mental purpose, and often entirely irrelevant 
to it. 

The Police, as they and others are never 
tired of telling us, are under-staffed and 
over-worked (and under-paid!) in the face of 
a steadily mounting wave of crime — 
especially of the violent variety. Yet the 
above-mentioned political pressures compel 
them, it seems to me, to devote as much 
time and energy in developing the glib arts 
involved in public relations work as in the 
various techniques involved in fighting crime 
and bringing criminals to book. 

I can understand the Police view that 
as society at large is becoming more political, 
they just become more politic. In addition 
to this, the mass media can give an almost 
instantaneous account of their actions so 
they must develop a faculty to convey their 
interpretations of their actions in competition 
with those elements within or with ready 
access to the media who grind an anti-Police 
axe. 

However, I can see signs that while the 
Police may be, to some extent, successful in 
influencing the media, the media is having 
some success in influencing the Police. It 
seems that here and there ‘media policemen’ 
are emerging in just the same way that 
trendy ‘media vicars’ emerged a decade or so 
ago. In the case of both species they become 
so absorbed in the business of pleasing the 
media, being reportable and ‘with-it’ that 
they start to make statements which are 
improper to their function. 

A classic example of this was seen at 
Manchester last October on the occasion of 
the National Front march in the Levenshulme 
area of the city. 

The Chief Constable, Mr. Anderton, 
thought it would be a good idea to invite the 
press and TV cameras to record a briefing 
of ordinary Bobbies who were to cover the 
parade by a senior officer. 

The senior officer — obviously briefed 
as to what to say by some too-clever-by-half 
public relations expert — told his men: 

“This afternoon you are going to get 


called by one faction of demonstrators: 
‘Protectors of the Nazi National Front’, and 
by the other faction: ‘Cowardly Commie 
yellow-bellies’’ But you must be strictly 
impartial in your dealings with both factions 
of demonstrators.” 

To begin with, it should not be 
necessary for a British Police force to affirm 
that it will be impartial. Consequently the 
very idea of calling in the Press to cover 
what would normally be a confidential and 
internal Police briefing session is 
questionable. 

But even accepting that the exercise 
was a good idea, why was it necessary to 
include in the briefing which was recorded 
for public consumption (a) a Left Wing 
slogan which contained an abusive and 
untrue epithet about the National Front (i.e. 
the word ‘Nazi’ attached to our name); and 
(b) why was it necessary to invent a slogan 
about the Police to attribute to the National 
Front which contained a sentiment that the 
NF has never, ever expressed? 

If that Manchester Police briefing had 
been honest and factual, the officer should 
have told his men: 

“Now the anti-National Front demon- 
strators, if they get near the NF column, 
will, on the basis of past experience, shout 
abuse and insults at you and may even 
attack you in order to try and get at the NF 
marchers. As for the NF marchers, all past 
experience shows that they do not leave 
their column to attack their opponents, and 
obey the instructions of escorting Police.” 

But as it was, somebody’s idea of a 
Public Relations campaign was put into 
effect which sought to make a point about 
the impartial attitude of the Police by resort 
to a deliberate invention. If the National 
Front has a good record for co-operating 
with the Police on demonstrations — which 
it does have — then it might be under- 
standable for the Police not to make that 
point for us, but it is quite wrong for them 
to make a public statement implying the 
contrary simply in the service of an inane 
public relations stunt. 

‘Media policemen’ also exist in London. 
The 23rd December issue of the South 
Western Star carried a report with photo- 
graph about the appointment of Commander 
Len Adams as the new Police Commander of 
the ‘L’ Division which covers the Streatham, 
Lambeth and Brixton areas. 

The report stated that Commander 
Adams had ‘‘commented on the problems of 
policing an area with a multi-racial com- 
munity and an active National Front party.” 

The report stressed that Commander 
Adams had had ‘30 years of working in 


multi-racial communities and felt that he 
was experienced at handling racial issues.” It 
went on to say that he “stressed the impor- 
tance of the Police keeping in contact with 
Community Relations Officers.” 

Indeed, the report quoted him as 
saying that though he had only taken up his 
post for a week or so “I have already met 
with quite a few Community Relations 
Officers.” 

While it is true that the report did say 
that Commander Adams felt it was essential 
for the Police to keep in touch with all 
sections of the community, as he had not 
bothered to contact any local National 
Front official, we may be forgiven for 
supposing that he means: all sections of the 
community, with the exception of the 
National Front. 

Now I am sure that this bit of public 
relations nonsense will have ingratiated 
Commander Adams with some ethnic 
minority groups and with any others who 
are pro-multi-racial and anti-National Front, 
but he has not enhanced his standing with 
hundreds of NF members and thousands of 
NF voters in his area. 

Lambeth NF members and voters 
would like Commander Adams to know that 
they do not go out in gangs mugging old 
ladies so that they are terrified to go out in 
the street; they do not raid small shops so 
continuously that shopkeepers are driven 
out of business; they do not mob the Police 
outside dance-halls. So they would like him 
to confine his comments to the Press about 
how he proposes to stem the wave of Black 
crime in his Division. 

NF members and supporters in the 
area also suggest that if Commander Adams 
has any spare time and wants to spend it in 
the company of Community Relations 
Officers, perhaps he would consider an 
official investigation into misappropriation 
of public funds by the Lambeth Council for 
Community Relations. 

Prior to the NF anti-mugging march in 
Lewisham last August, the Lambeth CRC 
used thousands of envelopes and stamps, the 
property of Lambeth Council, to post out 
extreme Left Wing leaflets urging people to 
support the Red anti-NF demonstration. 
That Left Wing demonstration led to savage 
violence against the Police an hour before 
the NF column formed up. 

Lambeth Council has admitted that 
this public property was misappropriated by 
the Community Relations people, but has 
decided to take no disciplinary action (for 
obvious political reasons). Will Commander 
Adams investigate this corruption — or 
would that be “bad public relations”? 
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NF protests against terrorist Begin visit 


The visit to Britain of former anti- 
British terrorist Menachem Begin, now Prime 
*Minister of Israel, in which he skulked about 
London in the tightest security, was met by 
demonstrations and court action organised 
by the National Front. 

Around 200 NF activists demonstrated 
in Westminster while the former murderer of 
British officers in Palestine was having talks 
with the Prime Minister in Downing Street. 
The NF contingent received cheers from 
passing coaches as leaflets were distributed 
describing the appalling atrocities com- 
mitted by Begin as leader of the terrorist 
Irgun Zwei Leumi. The brutal hanging with 
wire of British Sergeants Paice and Martin 
by Begin’s murder gang was depicted on a 
lorry circling Parliament Square. The NF 
contingent then marched to the Savoy 
Hotel, where a banquet for Begin was held 
attended by the Prime Minister. 

Begin’s murder of the two Army 
sergeants Mervyn Paice and Clifford Martin, 
who were found hanging in the eucalyptus 
grove outside Nathanya, was the subject of 
court proceedings organised by the National 
Front during Begin’s visit. Begin, who admits 
to the murder in his autobiography The 
Revolt: Story of the Irgun, had a price of 
£10,000 put on his head as a terrorist 
wanted for murder by the British authorities, 
the warrant for which still stands. 

Jim Sawyer, an NF member and 
former Palestine Policeman, therefore 
applied at Bristol Magistrates’ Court for the 
issue of a warrant for Begin’s arrest on a 
charge of murdering Sgts. Paice and Martin. 
Bristol was the last residence of Mervyn 
Paice. A sworn affidavit and a copy of 
Begin’s incriminating autobiography were 
placed in evidence. After considerable 
deliberation, and after retiring to read the 
relevant passage from the book, the magis- 
trate refused to issue a warrant, but declined 


THANK YOU 
John Tyndall wishes to thank all those 
members and supporters who sent him 
congratulatory 


letters, telegrams and 
greetings cards on his recent marriage. He 
hopes that they will understand if all 
these many messages are not replied to 
individually. 


NF LEATHER GOODS 
Key rings 60p 
Key Cases £2.25 
Belts (state size) £4.50 


All prices include post and packing. All items 
made of good quality black leather by local 


craftsman. Good discount for larger orders. 
Allow 28 days for delivery. Payment with order. 
Send to: Mr. N. F. Hedger, 64 Berrycombe Vale, 
Bodmin, Cornwall. 
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to give his reasons. Last minute attempts in 
the High Court, before Begin left the 
country, to secure a writ which would have 
compelled the magistrate to give his reasons 
for refusal and thus been the basis of a 
possible appeal, failed on a technical point 
of procedure. However, the writ can still be 


PARTY MUST MOVE INTO 


applied for as there is every likelihood that 
Begin will return to this country. 

Apart from miniscule reports in the 
Telegraph and Guardian a complete blanket 
of silence was thrown by the media over the 
NF’s action against Begin for fear of “embar- 
rassing’ the Government. 


ELECTORAL TOP GEAR 


“1978 will be a crucial year for the 
development and progress of the National 
Front,” NF Chairman John Tyndall told a 
meeting of the party’s Elections Department 
last month. “‘With the many local government 
elections, as well as the likelihood of a 
General Election, the party must be moving 
in electoral top gear by the early Spring.” 

This was the keynote of preparations 
already underway to ensure that the party, 
nationally, regionally and locally, is ready 
for the electoral challenges of the New Year. 

Regional rallies for all Branch and 
Group Organisers and officials, prospective 
candidates and key activists, to be addressed 
by the national leadership, will be held 
throughout the country from late January to 
the middle of February. Everybody, without 
exception, who is involved in his or her 
Branch’s or Group’s election effort in May 
or for the General Election should attend 
these important rallies. 

The dates set for these events are as 
follows:— 

London & the South East 29th January; 
Lancs & Cheshire 4th February; Yorks, 
Humberside & North East Sth February; West 
Midlands 11th February; East Midlands 12th 
February; West Country 19th February. 

Confirmation of these plans with the 
venue of the rallies will be announced to 
Branches early in the New Year. 

As two vitally important series of 
elections approaches, it becomes essential 
that all Organisers, Election Officers, candi- 


B 
Young National Front Rally 
SATURDAY, 18th FEBRUARY 1978 


All young members of the party should keep this date free, for the first 
national rally of the NF youth organisation, Young National Front. The 
rally will be held at a location in the Midlands. 


Branches should organise coach parties for all their young members and 
promote the occasion in local bulletins now. 


Speakers will include YNF members and NF Chairman John Tyndall. 


ELECTIONS 
HANDBOOK 


dates and agents, indeed all officials involved 
in elections, are thoroughly acquainted with 
the new National Front Elections Handbook 
produced by the Education & Training 


Department. Priced at 30p, this is an 
invaluable compendium of all the infor- 
mation needed on election procedure, types 
of local government elections, campaigning 
methods, the duties of candidates and agents 
etc. All officials who do not have their own 
copy of this booklet should obtain one from 
Head Office without delay. 


1977 ANNUAL REMEMBRANCE 
‘DAY PARADE 
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GLC By-election — 
Liberal beaten 


The first major election test following 
the Labour party’s anti-NF political broad- « 
cast proved a success for the National Front. 

In the Greater London Council by- 
election for the Hayes & Harlington ward, 
NF candidate and Hillingdon Group 
Organiser Peter Marsh beat the Liberal candi- 
date, polling 585 votes (4.4%). In the 
previous GLC elections in May, Hayes & 
Harlington was not one of the wards in 
which the Liberal candidate was beaten. This 
achievement was made all the more respec- 
table by the fact that the turn-out was as 
low as half that of the May elections. 

The performance of the Liberal 
candidate may have had something to do 
with the fact that, together with the losing 
Labour candidate, he issued a joint 
declaration to voters attacking ‘racialism’. 


NF candidate for 
liford North 


The National Front will be fighting the 
forthcoming by-election at Ilford North, to 
be held most probably in February. The 
National Front’s candidate is local business- 
man John Hughes, 43, Chairman of 
Redbridge NF Group. A married man, John 
and his wife Jackie have one child, Nicholas. 

John joined the National Front in 
1972. He has already established himself in 
local elections when he fought the Redbridge 
Council by-election for the. Fairlop ward. 
earlier this year, polling 5.4% of the vote and - 
(yes, you've guessed) beating the Liberal 
candidate. 

In the May GLC election for the Ilford 
North constituency, the NF’s share of the’ 
poll was 4.1 per cent. NF candidate Geoff 
Clarke won 1,362 votes. 


Above: The drum corps leads 
the many thousands of NF 
members towards Whitehall. 
As the march formed up in 
Victoria, the rear of the huge 
column for the first time 
stretched towards Buckingham 
Palace. 


Left: Wing Cmdr. Peter Lewis- 
Wittam, RAF (Retd.) lays the 
NF wreath at the Cenotaph. 


Below: The NF _ column 
crosses Westminster Bridge 
after the ceremony to hold a 
patriotic rally. 


JOHN HUGHES 
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THE LOOTING OF THE WEST 
Contd. from page 13 


French President Giscard . . . proclaimed 
that his country was in a hurry to establish 
‘“‘a new world economic order” . . . the US. 
Secretary of State will put forward specific 
proposals on food credits and tariffs designed 
to help to bridge the gap between rich and 
poor.” 

Almost simultaneously, Dr. Kissinger 
put forward proposals for vesting control of 
the World’s ocean beds in a consortium of 
Wall Street Financiers and Third World and 
Communist nations. 

Those other aspirants to control of the 
New Order, the Soviet bloc, declined to put 
their money where their mouths were. The 
Guardian (7th September, 1975) reported 
that: 

“The dialogue has not included the 
Socialist countries which, with few 
exceptions, have taken the view that the 
disparities between rich and poor nations are 
not of their making and not their concern.” 

The Financial Times (17th September, 
1975) reported that:— 

“The developing nations were asked to 
take effective steps to reduce or remove non- 
tariff barriers to trade in the foods of the 
developing countries. The assembly resolution 
favoured a reduction of the role of national 
reserve currencies, with SDR’s to become 
the central reserve asset of the international 
monetary system. This would provide 
greater international control over the creation 
and destruction of liquidity.” 

As the immediate result would be to 
place control of the International Monetary 
Fund in the hands of an alliance of Wall 
Street financiers and the Third World and 
Communist countries, and as these countries 
are hopelessly in debt to Wall Street Finance, 
the final result would be what is of course 
the real object, control of the world 
monetary system by Wall Street. 

Since then, a series of world and 
regional conferences have been in virtually 
continuous session to realise the proposals 
approved by the United Nations. In particular, 
plans for creating employment in the Third 


Send 20p for information pack. 
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World, at the expense of unemployment in 
the West are well under way. 

The basic aim is to reduce, or at least 
hold down, restrictions by industrial 
countries on the imports of foodstuffs and 
of manufactured articles requiring large 
numbers of comparatively unskilled workers 
so that they will be increasingly supplied by 
developing countries which can produce 
them most cheaply. This would obviously 
result in a more rapid decline in the 
developed nations, of industries such as 
textiles, clothing and footwear, which in 
countries like Britain have already been 
declining for some years. One result would 
obviously be the closure of factories now 
making such goods in industrial countries, 
depriving exporters of their businesses and 
workers of their jobs. 


TRADE UNIONS TO BE SCAPEGOATS 


The Times reported British trade 
union objections to these proposals, but 
none from the Labour or Tory parties. The 
trade unions are seen as the only political 
opposition to the proposals for mass 
unemployment in the West. High Finance 
and the intellectual forces both realise that 
the unions are unlikely to be allowed by 
their members to sacrifice their jobs and 
families to the aim of One World inter- 
nationalism. 

High Finance has already had to 
contend with the opposition of the 
American trade unions to food deals with 
Russia, and their effect on food prices in the 
West. At one point the big agricultural 
finance companies were calling for court 
orders to jail anti-Russian strikers in 
American docks — a classic illustration of 
High Finance and Communism working 
together. It realises that American working 
men will not tolerate its plans. 

We can confidently predict that as the 
Grand Design gathers momentum open war 
will be waged by working men on the inter- 
nationalists, to protect their jobs and 
families. This is the factor most likely to 
expose the World Design and to frustrate it. 
Indeed, the Rhodesian monthly journal 
Property and Finance (May 1975) reported 
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that the architects of the Rockefeller design 
for a  Rockefeller-dominated Southern 
African Common Market under nominal 
black control, saw the white working class as 
the principal obstacle in Southern Africa. 
Similarly, the statement issued at the end of 
May 1976 by the Rhodesian Centre Party, a 
“multi-racial” party run by Big Business, 
accused the “artisan” of being the obstacle 
to a handover to Majority Rule. 


CENTRALISED CONTROL OF FOOD 


It is apparent that over the next few 
years Britain will not only face an increasing 
transfer of industry and employment to the 
Common Market countries but will, with 
other Western nations, face a transfer of 
resources and jobs, to the Third World, and 
rocketing prices. This will mean that, under 
current economic rules, poverty and 
unemployment will exist such as we have 
never known. 

As price rises are fuelled by the creation 
of Special Drawing Rights for the Third 
World, the blame will be placed on “greedy 
trade unions” and “world factors”. Sadly 
the Tory faithful will eagerly swallow this 
and help the nation down the slope. In this 
connection the Times (7th June, 1976) 
reported a Conservative Political Centre 
pamphlet supporting the lines of the United 
Nations proposals. Any nation that seeks to 
resist this will find itself under full United 
States economic and even military pressure. 
In this connection the Kissinger plan for a 
World Food Bank would give High Finance 
the power to withhold food supplies, and 
blackmail its opponents into submission. 
This plan calls for Western food production 
to be concentrated in the United States and 
distributed through a World Food Bank. No 
more diabolical instrument for world enslave- 
ment can be envisaged. Here again the Grand 
Design is apparent. First, the agr:culture of 
Australasia is ruined while that of the 
Common Market remains intact. Then the 


‘pressure begins to cut back Common Market 


production in favour of United States agri- 
culture. When this is achieved, the final 
hangman’s noose will be ready. 

We have been warned. 
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